


Be wrqe>2 +00 @)00 Je Quo Quan QeaQecj8Qna see Qe0QeoQoa Joa oaQ}900) 00 





The Traffic World 


An independent national journal of transportation: a working tool for traffic men 


Rail —Water — Motor Vehicle—Air— Material Handling and Distribution 








VOLUME LXI 


June 4, 1938 


Number 23 





Our Platform 


A revised system of transportation regulation based 
on modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork 
amendment of the old law to make it apply to new trans- 
port agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. 
Take the government out of the ocean and inland water- 
way transportation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

A scientific determination by competent and unbiased 
investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles are 
paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Equalization of regulation and treatment of the vari- 
ous agencies of transport and jurisdiction over all of them 
by the same body or coordinated bodies. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something 
by way of group operating economies to help themselves 
in their depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers 
in such economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of 
men, not only of good character and general ability, but 
with some special training in and knowledge of the mat- 
ters with which they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 





THE DOUBLE CROSS 


N connection with the report that railroad manage- 
ment yielded to labor demands for higher wages 
last year because of an understanding that there would 
be a holiday with respect to labor demands for make- 
work legislation, which report has been publicly denied 
by official representatives of railroad management, note 
this from The Railway Age, May 28, discussing the 
charge by labor that management had “double crossed” 
it in now moving for a wage cut: 
But there has been “double crossing,” and it has been 
done by the labor leaders. Before the wage advances last 


year there were negotiations with the labor leaders for a 
“legislative holiday,” and at least two documents were drafted 





to put the terms of an agreement in writing. No agreement 
was signed but it was definitely understood there would be a 
period during which the labor leaders would not push any 
more ‘“make-work”’ legislation. Nevertheless, the leaders of the 
transportation brotherhoods subsequently worked as hard for 
the train limit bill as for any other legislation they ever sought 
and, finally, the Railway Labor Executives’ Association, repre- 
senting all the railway unions, formally endorsed it. 

We would not pay so much attention to what 
another publication says about such things but for the 
fact that Mr. Dunn, its editor, is not only its editor, 
but also an employe of the railroads and as much “in 
the know” as either Mr. Gormley or Mr. Fitzgerald, 
who made the public denials that there was any such 
deal with railroad labor. 


EDITORIAL INTEGRITY 


HE RAILWAY AGE, in its May number, pays its 

respects to Senator Wheeler for putting into the 
Congressional Record, with some remarks of his own, 
an article from The Traffic World wherein an editorial 
from The Railway Age, advocating the Pettengill bill, 
and another from Marine Engineering and Shipping 
Review, opposing that measure, were printed in parallel 
columns under the heading, “Well, Which Do You 
Mean?” Both magazines are published by the Sim- 
mons-Boardman Publishing Corporation. 

The editor of Marine Engineering and Shipping 
Review has written a letter to Senator Wheeler, printed 
elsewhere, to the effect that he was wrong in saying 
that the same man wrote both editorials and that Mr. 
Dunn, editor of Railway Age, has nothing to do with 
the editorial policy of Marine Engineering and Ship- 
ping Review. 

We have a stake in the matter because we pub- 
lished the material that is the subject of the contro- 
versy and we suppose we are included in The Railway 
Age reference to “critics.” We did not say the same 
man wrote both editorials—that was Senator Wheeler’s 
remark—but we did point out that the two magazines 
were published under the same ownership. They may 
have different editors and the company’s internal ar- 
rangements by which the functions of the respective 
editors are regulated are its own, but the fact remains 
that the same publisher is taking two radically differ- 
ent views on an important question. 

The Railway Age says the fact that it does not 
impose its editorial policies on its “sister publication,” 
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Marine Engineering, is an evidence of editorial inde- 
pendence and integrity. It is as much so as would be 
a policy against the New Deal in Chicago and vicinity 
by the Chicago Daily News, and a policy favoring the 
New Deal by another newspaper owned by the same 
company in Richmond, Va., or Atlanta, Ga., even 
though each paper had its own editor, or if The Traffic 
Service Corporation, publishing both The Traffic World 
and Business Digest, took one view for transportation 
people and quite another for business men generally. 
Who would take any stock in opinions thus expressed? 
The Railway Age is published for railroad men and 
favors the things they favor; Marine Engineering is 
published for steamship people and favors the things 
they favor, even though they disagree. If that is “‘edi- 
torial independence and integrity” then we are a couple 
of Chinamen. 


It should be said that Railway Age also says that 
Samuel O. Dunn, its editor and chairman of the board 
of the Simmons-Boardman Publishing Corporation, does 
not direct the editorial policies of Marine Engineering. 
This will be interesting news in business paper circles, 
for there are often situations in that field, as in others, 
where devices for blowing hot and cold in different 
places and concealing from one hand what the other 
does are sought. We now have a principle on which 
to work: The same publisher may own or direct sev- 
eral publications in different fields and not only is it 
proper for him to take different views in the various 
fields, but to do so indicates integrity and independence! 

Our own view is that it is the business of any pub- 
lisher who has an editorial column to stand for what 
he thinks are sound policies. He might be so venal as to 
advocate policies in which he did not believe, in the 
interest of his clientele, though he at least ought to be 
artful enough to conceal the fact that he does not be- 
lieve what he says. But how the same man or com- 
pany can think one policy sound, when talking to one 
kind of subscribers and advertisers, and be for quite 
another, when talking to another kind, is beyond us, 
either ethically or shrewdly speaking. 


There is a good deal of misapprehension as to the 
subject of ethics, editorial or otherwise. We are re- 
minded of the story of the small merchant who was 
asked by his young son: “What is ethics’? 


“Well,” said the father, at a loss for a definition 
but ready with an example, “suppose a customer gives 
me ten dollars too much when he pays his bill and my 
partner is not there. Should I tell my partner? That’s 
ethics.” 


FOURTH SECTION AMENDMENT 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


A letter from H. H. Brown, editor of Marine Engineering 
and Shipping Review, to Chairman Wheeler, of the Senate 
interstate commerce committee, stating it was not true that 
the same man wrote the editorials for and against the Pet- 
tengill long-and-short-haul bill published in the Railway Age 
and Marine Engineering and Shipping Review, as was stated 
by Senator Wheeler, has been submitted to the Senate by the 
senator (see Traffic World, May 28, p. 1257). 

Senator Wheeler directed attention to the fact that he had 
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previously put into the Congressional Record an article from 
the Traffic World with respect to the editorials, pointing out 
that both the publications were owned by the same corporation. 
“In fairness to Mr. Brown, I ask that his letter be included 
in the Record; but I call attention to the fact that the same 
corporation owns both periodicals,” said Senator Wheeler. 
Mr. Brown’s letter to the senator follows: 


My attention has been called to your remarks in the Senate on 
May 23 regarding the Pettengill bill, in which you refer to an article 
from the May 21 issue of Traffic World, containing excerpts from 
editorials on the bill in Marine Engineering and Shipping Review and 
the Railway Age. As reported to me, you stated that ‘‘In other words 
the same man (Samuel O. Dunn, editor of Railway Age), who wrote 
an editorial in Railway Age in favor of the Pettengill bill, wrote an 
editorial against the Pettengill bill in Marine Engineering and Shipping 
Review, which is owned by the same company * * *.’’ 

This is not true. I have been editing Marine Engineering and 
Shipping Review for over 30 years. Eighteen years ago the Sim- 
mons-Boardman Publishing Corporation, which publishes Railway Age, 
bought Marine Engineering and Shipping Review, and has owned 
it since then. Mr. Samuel O. Dunn, to whom you refer as the author 
of the editorials in both papers, is chairman of the board of the 
Simmons-Boardman Publishing Corporation. He is also editor of 
Railway Age. Mr. Dunn, however, does not in any way dictate the 
editorial policy of Marine Engineering and Shipping Review. 

At no time during the 18 years since the Simmons-Boardman 
Publishing Corporation has owned Marine Engineering and Shipping 
Review has Mr. Dunn written a single editorial for the paper or 
directed the way in which any editorial for it should be written, nor 
has he ever read a single editorial before it was published, or told 
me what policy to advocate or oppose in any editorial that has been 
published in the paper. 

I can assure you that Mr. Dunn has never at any time had any- 
thing to do with the editing of Marine Engineering and Shipping 
Review except as a matter of business to supervise the expenses in- 
curred by the editorial department of the publication. 

I am personally opposed to the Pettengill bill and welcome your 
opposition to it. By your statement that the editor of Railway Age 
writes the editorials for Marine Engineering and Shipping Review 
you have (unwittingly I am sure) done this paper a grave injustice 
and reflected upon its editorial integrity. May I not hope that you will 
see fit to rectify the undeserved harm thus done us by calling this 
letter of mine to the attention of your colleagues in the Senate before 
whom you made your accusation; and seeing to it that reference to 
the editorial independence of this paper is published in the Congres- 
sional Record? 





RAIL “RELIEF” PLAN SITUATION 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The view was generally held this week that Congress 
would not act on the railroad loan “relief’’ bill unless the 
railroads withdrew their notice of a wage cut or agreed to 
modify it substantially. In railroad circles it was asserted the 
railroads would not do either to obtain passage of the bill. 

Though railroad officials believe passage of the bill would 
prove beneficial to certain roads that otherwise may be forced 
into receivership or trusteeship, the proposed legislation is not 
regarded as of sufficient importance to the railroads generally 
as to justify a backing down on the wage cut issue. 

After another visit with President Roosevelt, Chairman 
Jones, of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, indicated 
there was not much hope in the present situation with respect 
to passage of the bill. 

Inclusion in the bill by the RFC officials of the provision 
giving the RFC control of collateral held by it on loans of 
railroads in reorganization and the opposition thereto of se- 
curity holders and railroads involved is generally believed to 
have been the initial cause of the bill getting into the “jam” 
in which it is now. If the RFC collateral provision—which was 
not mentioned when the agreement was announced as to what 
was to be in the bill—had been omitted, it is believed the 
bill would have been passed in short order and before rail- 
road labor—which through George M. Harrison, chairman of 
the Railway Labor Executives’ Association, was a party to 
the agreement—raised the issue about the wage cut move and 
decided to oppose the bill unless the railroads backed down on 
that. 

If the situation remains as it is and Congress adjourns 
shortly without acting on the “relief’’ bill, and railroad traffic 
does not increase appreciably, it is pointed out, the net result 
will be that there will be nothing to prevent more rail mile- 
age passing into the hands of receivers or trustees where car- 
riers cannot meet their obligations. 

A movement was under way June 3 to get the represent- 
atives of railroad labor to withdraw their opposition to the 
railroad relief bill, notwithstanding refusal of the railroads to 
withdraw their wage cut notice. Emphasis was being placed 
on the provisions in the bill under which railroads could bor- 
row money to put men back to work and the argument was 
advanced that labor would stand to benefit by passage of the 
bill. It was believed that the bill could be passed quickly if 
labor withdrew its opposition. 


—— 


——— ae 
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Current Topics in 
Washington 





Let the country rejoice! Washing- 
ton has found the way out of the 
gloom! 

Modernized methods of handling 
public land transactions on more than 
700,000,000 acres of federal territory, ac- 
cording to an announcement by the publicity man of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, are in course of adoption by the General 
Land Office. Had the announcement been made by Harold 
Ickes, the happy bridegroom, the steps of joy warranted by 
the fact would have put to shame the gamboling musically 
described by DeBussey in his “Afternoon of a Fawn.” Instead, 
the great news was put out by Land Commissioner Fred W. 
Johnson, probably a nice enough chap, but sounding a decidedly 
sour note when Ickes was available, even if at a cost of several 
hundreds of dollars for cabled words for proclaiming the com- 
ing of the millenium. 

The great news? Oh, yes, “abolishment of the letter- 
press method of duplicating correspondence,” the announce- 
ment said, was the “first step toward the scrapping of anti- 
quated business practices.” It has already been taken, not 
hastily to be sure, but after mature consideration by the exist- 
ing regime. 


Salvation for 
This Harassed Land 
Is at Hand 





The American who is convinced that 
the dual form of government in his 
country is a burden that should be lifted 
from the backs of citizens, has a right to 
regard the decision last week of the 
Supreme Court in the Gerhardt case as 
a long step in that direction—longer, if possible, than the Jones 
and Laughlin Steel Corporation decision. 

In the latter case, the court sustained the constitutionality 
of the National] Labor Relations Board legislation. In the Ger- 
hardt case it found nothing illegal in the imposition of an 
income tax on three employes of the New York Port Authority, 
though for about a century it was supposed to be the law of 
the land that the salary paid by a state to its employe was 
not subject to federal taxes. 


It is still the law that a state may not tax a federal agency, 
such as a national bank. That rule was laid down in McCul- 
loch vs. Maryland, 4 Wheaton, 316. The rule that had been 
observed about state officials was declared in Collector vs. 
Day, 11 Wallace, 113. Day was a state probate judge. 

Gerhardt and two others are employes of the agency of 
New York and New Jersey that rules the port of New York 
in matters within its competency. 

The decision, incidentally, raised the question whether, in 
view of the fact that the men had not made income tax returns, 
the federal government would proceed against them with a 
view to collecting taxes for past years and the prescribed 
penalties. Such a proceeding probably would put them under 
a vo of debt it would take the rest of their lives to get from 
under. 


The court in the Gerhardt case seemed to trace a difference 
between state agencies in existence at the time the Constitu- 
tion was adopted and those created since then. There were 
probate judges in 1789, but no port authorities. 


Though the decision in the Jones and Laughlin case is 
founded on the conclusion of the court that the Wagner labor 
relations act is a regulation of interstate and foreign com- 
merce, few of the older practitioners before the Commission can 
get away from an idea that the act, as is the fact with a num- 
ber of other acts—such, for instance, as the oleomargarine tax 
act—is a false pretense statute. The Wagner act purports to 
regulate commerce while, as a matter of fact, it regulates em- 
ployment. 


It regulates employment in the production of articles that, 
when they begin movement, may be in the commerce the 
Constitution authorizes Congress to regulate. Prevention of 
strikes in establishments that produce articles that may enter 
the stream of commerce may promote commerce among the 
states and foreign commerce. It regulates relations between 
employer and employe so that, it may be suggested, there will 
be articles to pass into commerce. 


States Definitely 
on Their Way 
Toward Impotence 
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If there is anything produced in the United States that is 
not, under the Jones and Laughlin decision, in commerce 
among the states and, therefore, subject to regulation from 
Washington, it is hard to imagine. Perhaps a tailor, doing all 
his own work in the making of a pair of pants, might be cited 
as exempt, but only because he did not employ help. There 
would, therefore, be no labor relations to be scrutinized by 
Washintgon. But if he hired a man to help him, used goods 
from another state, and then shipped the pants into another 
state, he would be within the scope of the Jones and Laughlin 
decision. 

To be logical, it might be suggested, the court, if and when 
the time ever came, would have to hold that a statute punish- 
ing men who violated labor contracts by indulging in so-called 
unauthorized strikes, was a regulation of commerce within the 
competency of Congress to forbid. 

There may be some who would welcome such a statute, 
based on the assumption that such strikes interfere with the 
beginning and flow of commerce. But such a law is beyond the 
wildest dream of any man who thinks he knows the ways of 
politicians. The court some time may modify or restrict the 
implications of the Jones and Laughlin decision, or it is pos- 
sible, though highly improbable, that some of the recent legis- 
lation may be repealed in an effort to save the states. It is 
more likely, however, that there will be no repeal. Instead, 
men who can no longer be elected to office will seek jobs in 
Washington under such laws. 





It is suspected that fruit and vegetable 
commission men will be pleased when they 
learn about and fully sense the meaning 
of the Commission’s decision in MC-88149, 
Charles F. Geraci, contract carrier ap- 
plication. (Elsewhere in this issue.) In that 
case the Commission denied a permit to Geraci, who, at the 
time of the hearing, hauled fruit and vegetables, owned by him, 
from Florida to Cincinnati and desired a permit as a contract 
carrier authorized to haul bottled beverages on his southbound 
trips. 

A few years ago, if not now, fruit and vegetable commis- 
sion men were grinding their teeth in rage on account of men 
owning trucks dumping fruits and vegetables into northern 
markets. They were making work for the dentists because the 
truckers were the owners of the stuff they had hauled. Being 
the owners, the truckers, sometimes, if not often, quoted prices 
that the commission men thought they could not meet. As the 
commission men saw the situation, the truckers were really 
peddlers of fruits and vegetables and demoralized markets to 
the support of which they had not contributed anything other 
than their presence at embarrassing moments. 

Northbound, Geraci, it was inferred from his application, 
desired to continue as a private carrier, free of regulation. 
Southbound, he desired to be a contract carrier, subject to 
regulation. Presumably, had he been able to buy stuff for 
southbound lading that he could market himself, he would not 
have desired a permit to serve as a contract carrier. 

“Anomalous situation,’ the Commission said that would 
be; free as a bird as “an individual engaged in commercial 
enterprise in a small way” coming from the south, and a con- 
tract carrier, subject to the minimum of regulation on the 
return trip carrying pop for bottlers at the Ohio River. Such 
an arrangement, the Commission thought, would be jug- 
handled, with the advantage on the side of the man who 
peddled fruit owned by him which he had hauled from Florida 
—dangerous to the scheme of Congress of providing an ad- 
equate and effiicent motor vehicle transport system on which 
the general public could depend. 

Geraci did not appear to think of what he was doing as 
being of concern to anyone other than himself. He was sure 
that a return of 10.4 cents a truck-mile on pop would be good 
for him. With satisfaction, it seemed, he asserted that the 
return of 10.4 cents a truck-mile would cover all his expenses. 
He was sure on that point, the record seemed to show, because, 
he pointed out, he had been running south empty, so if he got 
the pop freight to haul south he would always be coming “out 
on top.” 

The idea that he might be restrained from doing something 
that gave him a profit so that some one other than himself 
might remain in business, seemingly, had not entered into his 
calculations. 


Hobbles for the 
Long Distance 
Peddler 





The idea written into the in- 
terstate commerce act, when it 
was amended so that no one 
might build a new railroad or 
extend an old one without a cer- 
tificate of public convenience, is 
being applied without dilution in the motor part of the act. 
Prior to the public convenience and necessity part of the act 


Shipper Desiring to 
Save Transport Cost 
Needs Restraint, it Seems 
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being inserted in the railroad part of that law, a shipper hav- 
ing money could and sometimes did shake the big stick at 
railroads serving him by building either a complete new rail- 
road or a branch from a railroad not serving him at the time 
his dissatisfaction reached the boiling point. 


The profit motive was not then so frowned on as it seems 
to be now. Tap and industrial lines were built, sometimes for 
the decent reason that territory needed development. Some- 
times the motive was low—that of black-mailing the railroad 
that would not give Mr. Shipper what he demanded, although 
the refusal might have been fully justified. 


Language used in administration of the motor vehicle part 
of the interstate commerce act might suggest to one not fa- 
miliar with the public convenience idea that it was a sin for a 
shipper to think of making a saving in transportation costs. 
Language of that sort was used by Examiner R. J. Olentine, 
in his recommended report in MC-86945, Edward S. Barrett 
contract carrier application. (Elsewhere in this issue.) 


“The evidence affirmatively shows,” said the examiner in 
that case, “the application is prompted by the Blair Motor 
Company for the purpose of effecting a saving in transportation 
costs. It is well established that the desire of a shipper to en- 
gage the services of a particular person as a contract carrier, 
standing alone, does not constitute a sufficient ground for the 
granting to that person the right to enter the motor carrier 
field, when the traffic proposed to be transported is handled 
satisfactorially by existing moter carrier facilities.” 


A question there is as to what constitutes satisfactory 
handling, if a shipper knows that he can get the work done 
for less money.—A. E. H. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Revenue freight loading the week ended May 28 totaled 
562,061 cars—16,253, or 3 per cent above the preceding week; 
228,442, or 28.9 per cent, below the corresponding week in 
1937, and 367,545, or 39.5 per cent, below the same week in 
1930. Miscellaneous totaled 218,422; merchandise, 148,525; 
coal, 98,073; grain and products, 33,344; live stock, 12,050; 
forest products, 26,841; ore, 20,431; coke, 4,375. 

Railroads the week ended May 21 loaded 545,808 cars of 
revenue freight (see Traffic World, May 28), according to the 
Association of American Railroads. 

All districts reported decreases compared with the cor- 
responding weeks in 1937 and 1930. 


1938 1937 1930 

se =, a 2,256,423 2,714,449 3,347,717 
4 weeks in February ............... 2,155,451 2,763,457 3,506,236 
4 weeks in March .................. 2,222,864 2,986,166 3,529,907 
vo Be, en ee eer 2,649,894 3,712,906 4,504,284 
of eS a 536,140 763,495 942,674 
NS | ee eye ereiee 541,813 769,560 932,346 
CN ss sence hiswe aie > ors 545,808 775,074 928,759 

| RRR Sn ae eee, 10,908,393 14,485,107 17,691,923 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended May 
21 and for the corresponding period last year was reported 
as follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 6,106 and 5,382; live 
stock, 1,131 and 1,144; coal, 22,792 and 27,489; coke, 1,294 and 2,359; 
forest products, 1,314 and 2,124; ore, 691 and 5,761; merchandise, L. 
C. L. 38,276 and 44,984; miscellaneous, 48,698 and 79,560; total, 1938, 
120,302; 1937, 168,803; 1936, 152,075. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,326 and 2,965; live 
stock, 934 and 785; coal, 23,136 and 30,007; coke, 1,439 and 4,834; for- 
est products, 646 and 1,425; ore, 1,832 and 14,441; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 25,046 and 30,431; miscellaneous, 42,576 and 78,805; total, 1938, 
98,935; 1937; 163,693; 1936, 137,608. 
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Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 261 and 224; live 
stock, 99 and 92; coal, 21,560 and 34,562; coke, 295 and 367; forest 
products, 370 and 737; ore, 292 and 278; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,219 
and 5,965; miscellaneous, 4,989 and 6,901; total, 1938, 33,085; 1937, 
49,126; 1936, 46,484. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,815 and 2,019; live 
stock, 996 and 747; coal, 10,305 and 14,973; coke, 282 and 588; forest 
products, 7,925 and 12,827; ore, 392 and 861; merchandise, L. C. L., 
26,283 and 28,917; miscellaneous, 37,168 and 45,103; total, 1938, 86,166; 
1937, 106,035; 1936, 94,207. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 7,226 and 6,252; 
live stock, 2,439 and 2,096; coal, 3,429 and 3,654; coke, 527 and 1,658; 
forest products, 6,887 and 11,482; ore, 6,734 and 44,898; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 18,463 and 20,960; miscellaneous, 25,026 and 35,929; total, 
1938, 70,731; 1937, 126,929; 1936, 106,562. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 8,638 and 6,013; 
live stock, 5,859 and 6,571; coal, 4,543 and 5,154; coke, 135 and 181; 
forest products, 5,742 and 7,680; ore, 3,888 and 5,737; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 24,610 and 26,425; miscellaneous, 38,378 and 48,690; total, 
1938, 91,793; 1937, 106,451; 1936, 93,961. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,788 and 2,850; 
live stock, 1,909 and 2,263; coal, 1,435 and 1,444; coke, 140 and 106; 
forest products, 2,987 and 5,304; ore, 274 and 305; merchandise, L. C. L., 
10,870 and 12,630; miscellaneous, 23,393 and 29,135; total, 1938, 44,796; 
1937, 54,037; 1936, 52,693. 


REFUND OF RAIL PENSION TAXES 


President Roosevelt has signed the bill authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to refund to railroads approximately 
$138,000 collected in taxes under the railroad retirement act 
held unconstitutional by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 


RAIL PENSION BILL 


Representative Havenner, of California, has introduced 
H. R. 10766, a bill to amend the railroad retirement act by 
adding a proviso that, as to any individual employed prior to 
April 6, 1917, and reemployed subsequent to November 11, 1918, 
such period in the army, navy or marine corps of the United 
States during the period of the world war shall be considered 
as a part of his years of railroad service, except as to such 
military or naval service as may be used as the basis for his 
entitlement to any pension, compensation, or retirement bene- 
fits from the U. S. government. 


LOCOMOTIVE FUEL AND POWER 


In March, 1938, the Class I railroads of the country, in- 
cluding switching and terminal companies, spent $21,382,052 
in comparison with $25,207,016 for fuel and power for locomo- 
tives and rail motor cars in March, 1937, according to a com- 
pilation made by the Commission’s Bureau of Statistics. In 
the three months ended with March, 1938, the cost was $64,517,- 
176 as compared with $73,672,669 in the corresponding months 
of 1937. The bureau said the 1937 figures were restated to 
include Class I switching and terminal companies. 


RAILROAD INVESTIGATION 


The Senate has agreed to the resolution offered by Chair- 
man Wheeler, of the interstate commerce committee, providing 
for authority for continuing the committee’s railroad investiga- 
tion through the next—the seventy-sixth Congress—with funds 
heretofore authorized for that purpose by the Senate. 

“The resolution does not call for the appropriation of any 
money,” said Chairman Wheeler. “We are concluding the 
investigation, but it is necessary to have this extension of time 
in order to make our report.” 





Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, May 21 


Grain and Live 
grain prod. stock Coal 
1938 32,160 13,367 87,200 
rE acca cusses oe 1937 25,705 13,698 117,283 
| 1936 31,350 11,153 106,160 
Preceding week May 14 ......... 1938 32,226 12,165 81,404 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 25.1 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 2.4 25.6 
Per cent increase over ........... 1936 2.6 19.9 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1936 17.9 
{ 1938 665,775 244,006 1,969,105 
Cumulative 20 weeks to May 2141937 573,047 251,958 2,867,794 
| 1936 628,686 242,841 2,658,424 
Per cent increase Over ........... 1937 16.2 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 3.2 31.3 
Per cent increase over ........... 1936 5.9 5 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1936 25.9 





Per cent to 15 year average, 65.2. 


Forest Mdse. 

Coke products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total 
4,112 25,871 14,103 148,767 220,228 545,808 
10,093 41,579 72,281 170,312 324,123 775,074 
8,191 33,414 46,856 162,094 284,372 683,590 
4,073 26,341 12,971 148,848 223,785 541,813 
59.3 37.8 80.5 12.7 32.1 29.6 
49.8 22.6 69.9 8.2 22.6 20.2 
100,985 516,305 162,446 2,955,729 4,294,042 10,908,393 
225,651 714,181 534,366 3,332,128 5,985,982 14,485,107 
168,572 590,988 247,534 3,086,516 4,984,853 12,608,414 
55.2 27.7 69.6 11.3 28.3 24.7 
40.1 12.6 34.4 4.2 13.9 13.5 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 








MODIFIED LIME RELIEF 


4 ky Commission, by division 2, in fourth section application 
No. 16009, lime to lower Mississippi River crossings, em- 
bracing also fourth section application No. 16381, lime from 
Texas points to Baton Rouge and New Orleans, La., by third 
supplemental fourth section order No. 12447, has modified 
relief on lime as heretofore granted, on further hearing. 

The relief granted in the prior report, 218 I. C. C. 131, 
has been modified so as to authorize carriers to establish and 
maintain rates, lime, over additional routes, from points in the 
St. Louis and Hanibal, Mo., groups to New Orleans and Baton 
Rouge without observing the long-and-short-haul part of sec- 
tion 4. The additional routes embrace the line of the Burling- 
ton to St. Louis, and routes from St. Louis to New Orleans em- 
bracing the Cotton Belt to Shreveport, thence the Texas & 
Pacific; the Cotton Belt to Shreveport and Stamps, Ark., thence 
the Louisiana & Arkansas; and Cotton Belt to Stamps, thence 
Louisiana & Arkansas to Alexandria, Ala., thence Texas & 
New Orleans. From St. Louis to Baton Rouge the additional 
route embraces the Cotton Belt to Shreveport or Stamps and 
the Louisiana & Arkansas. 

Authority has been denied to establish rates from John- 
son and Limedale, Ark., and points in the Springfield, Mo., 
group to Memphis, Tenn., and Mississippi River crossings 
south thereof, without observing the long-and-short-haul part 
of section 4. 

Authority to establish rates from Dittlinger, Houston, 
Lime City, McNeil and Round Rock, Tex., to Baton Rouge and 
New Orleans, without observing the long-and-short-haul part 
of section 4, has been denied, and fourth section order No. 
12480, denying relief from the Texas points to New Orleans 
and Baton Rouge, has been affirmed. 

Commissioner Caskie concurred so far as relief from 
the Hannibal and St. Louis groups was concerned, and dis- 
sented from the rest of the report. 


PRIVATE-CONTRACT OPERATIONS 


Disapproving operation as a private carrier in one direction 
and as a contract carrier in the reverse direction, the Com- 
mission, by division 5, in MC 88149, Charles F. Geraci, con- 
tract carrier application, has denied a permit to him to operate 
as a contract carrier of bottled beverages from Covington, 
Ky., to Tampa, Jacksonville and Miami, Fla., in connection 
with his operation as a private carrier from Florida to the 
north. It has found such operation not consistant with the 
public interest or the policy declared in section 202 (a) of the 
motor carrier act. 

According to the report, the applicant is engaged in com- 
mercial enterprise “in a small way,” that of transporting fruits 
and vegetables, owned by him, from Florida to Cincinnati, O. 
He applied for a permit as a contract carrier of beverages from 
Covington, Ky., to Florida points. As a carrier of fruits and 
vegetables, the Commission found Geraci to be a private car- 
rier for which no certificate or permit was necessary. 

It would be an anomalous situation under which a single 
operator of motor vehicles would at one and the same time, as 
to different parts of its operations, be a private carrier, not 
subject to regulation, and a contract carrier, subject to regula- 
tion, said the Commission. The difficulties such a status would 
present with reference to accounting, statistics, issue of securi- 
ties, unification, and the like were obvious, it added. Apart from 
that objection to such a combination of functions, said the 
Commission, it was clear that the public interest, required 
motor carriers able to supply “adequate, economical, and effi- 
cient service” to the public “without unjust discriminations, 
undue preference or advantages, and unfair or destructive 
competitive practices.” 

A private carrier, it added, had the advantages of an as- 
sured traffic obtained without solicitation expense, freedom 
from the expenses which public regulation necessarily entailed, 
and often an overhead or management expense shared with the 
commercial enterprise for which the hauling was done. A dis- 
advantage which it often suffered was lack of a well-balanced 
traffic in both directions, said the report. If the private car- 
rier was able to overcome that disadvantage by operating as a 
contract carrier in one direction, it was evident that advantages 
which it enjoyed in its private carriage would enable it to 
compete on better than even terms with most contract carriers, 
to say nothing of common carriers, it added. 


After saying that the applicant was engaged in commercial 
enterprise in a small way, the Commission observed that 
many private carriers were associated with large industries. 

“If private carriers generally were permitted to engage in 
contract carrier operations in the manner here proposed,” said 
the Commission, “it is clear that the results might seriously 
affect the maintenance of adequate and efficient service by 
the motor common carriers, upon whom the general public 
must depend, and by the contract carriers who do not also 
engage in private carriage.” 

The Commission said that what it had said had specific 
application to the instant case. It was figured that on a rate of 
$1.30 a hundred pounds, on beverages southbound, the ap- 
plicant would earn 10.4 cents a truck-mile on a load of 10,000 
pounds. Geraci, according to the report, was asked whether 
he was sure that that would cover all his expenses. Replying 
affirmatively, he said he had been generally running down 
south empty, so that if he got this additional freight to haul 
south, “I will always be coming out on top.” 


ALL-YEAR SALT RELIEF DENIED 


All-year fourth section relief on salt from Retsof and Lud- 
lowville, N. Y., to Hopewell, Va., has been denied by the Com- 
mission, division 2, in fourth section application No. 16365, 
rock salt to Hopewell, Va. 

In the prior report, 219 I. C. C. 724, the railroads were 
authorized to establish and maintain, in the season of naviga- 
tion each year on the New York State Barge Canal and the 
Great Lakes, a rate not lower than 16 cents on bulk rock salt 
between the points mentioned without observing the long-and- 
short-haul part of section 4. The railroads asked that the 
relief be extended for the entire year. There was no opposi- 
tion, said the report, to such extension, and a number of salt 
companies appeared in support of the application. 

According to the report, the record in the original pro- 
ceeding included evidence as to the practicability of foreign 
salt reaching Hopewell by water, but such evidence was so 
lacking in material elements as a ground for relief it was of 
little probative value. Applicants, the report said, relied 
almost entirely on lake-canal-ocean competition from domestic 
sources as a reason for maintaining by rail a lower rate to 
Hopewell than to intermediate points. 

The Commission said that there was no definite evidence 
with respect to the feasibility of transporting in the period of 
navigation salt sufficient for requirements throughout the year 
and as to the additional cost incident to the storage thereof. 
From the evidence, the report said, it was seen that the cost 
by water and the proposed cost by rail were substantially the 
same, and that relief to maintain the reduced rate by rail in the 
period of closed navigation was not justified. Relief therefore 
was granted only for the period of navigation. While on further 
hearing applicants insisted that unless the 16-cent rate was 
maintained throughout the year the domestic producer would 
ship by water, they said that the controlling competitive ele- 
ment was foreign competition, which was present throughout 
the year, said the report. But as to that competition, the 
report added, the carriers submitted no evidence that was not 
submitted at the original hearing. The Commission said it was 
not convinced that a proper showing had been made. 


EXPRESS POOLING APPROVED 


In a report written by Commissioner Caskie in No. 28004, 
application of the Railway Express Agency, Inc., on the one 
hand, and the Southern and other railroads, on the other, the 
Commission has approved and authorized a proposed operating 
agreement which has been generally referred to as a merging of 
the Railway Express Agency, Inc., and the Southeastern 
Express Co. Specifically, the Commission approved and author- 
ized an operating agreement between the express agency and 
the Southern and its system and affiliated lines and certain 
other carriers by railroad, so far as it provided for pooling and 
division of earnings within the provisions of section 5 (1) of 
the interstate commerce act. 

The Railway Express Agency, the Southern Railway Co. 
and its system and affiliated lines, and certain other carriers by 
railroad served by the Southeastern Express Co. filed a joint 
application asking approval and authorization of a contract to 
be entered into by the express agency and the several applicant 
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rail carriers for a pooling and division of earnings. The applicant 
railroads, according to the report, now have contracts with the 
Southeastern Express Co. for the performance of express service 
over their rails. The Southern, according to the report, has a 
contract whereby it may buy the property of the Southeastern 
Express Railway Co. 

It was represented that if this application were approved, 
the railroads would cancel the contracts with the Southeastern 
and the Southern railway would purchase the equipment of the 
Southeastern with a view ultimately to transferring that equip- 
ment to the Railway Express Agency. The railroads were to 
enter new express service contracts with the Railway Express 
Agency. 

In this connection, the report said, it should be understood 
that all the Commission was passing on was a plan of pooling 
and dividing earnings and that it was not passing on the pro- 
priety or legality of any of the other provisions of the contract 
or on the proposed arrangements for the purchase and sale of 
the equipment of the Southeastern. 

The report said the aggregate price which the Southern and 
most of the applicant railroads had agreed to pay the South- 
eastern for the equipment would not exceed $1,000,000 the 
amount of its invested capital. 

Applicants, said the report, estimated that the savings under 
the proposed plan would amount to more than $350,000 a year, 
including dividends paid by the Southeastern on its stock, which 
in 1937 amounted to $50,000. Applicant railroads, the report 
said, did not own any of the stock of the Southeastern. The 
capital stock of the Railway Express Agency, the report said, 
was owned by the principal railroads in this country. No divi- 
dends were paid on that stock, it added, as all the earnings re- 
maining after accounting for all items of income and deductions 
therefrom were paid to the railroads parties to the express op- 
erating agreement. 

Among the interveners in the case were the Brotherhood of 
Railway and Steamship Clerks, Freight Handlers, Express & 
Station Employes and the Order of Railway Telegraphers. The 
former, the report said, opposed the application, but submitted 
no testimony other than a brief statement to the effect that, as 
the result of conferences held prior to the hearing between its 
representatives and representatives of the express agency, it ob- 
tained an understanding, which, in substance, was confirmed by 
the express agency on hearing, that if this application was ap- 
proved, the express agency proposed to take over all employes of 
the Southeastern, and to maintain their seniority rights. The 
Order of Railway Telegraphers, the report said, contended that 
if the Commission approved this application, its order should 
require the express agency to continue in effect the existing 
contract between it and the Southeastern in respect of rates of 
pay and rules governing employment of joint express and rail- 
road agents, a matter, the Commission said, not within its 
jurisdiction. 

Although there was competition in service between the two 
express companies, Commissioner Caskie said, the economies 
and other benefits that would result under the proposed operat- 
ing agreement would appear to be more than sufficient to offset 
any advantages to the public growing out of the continued 
separate operations of these companies. Aside from that, Com- 
missioner Caskie said, the existing keen competition from other 
transportation agencies should operate against any departure 
from the purpose here avowed by the express agency to continue 
to improve the express transportation service. As to the rates 
and practices of the express agency, he said, the Commission 
might regulate and control them to the same extent as if both 
it and the Southeastern were to continue operations as at 
present. 

Commissioner Porter, concurring in the findings, said he 
was not able to concur in two statements of law contained in 
the report. He disagreed with his colleagues in their statement 
that they had no jurisdiction to deal with the request of the 
Order of Railway Telegraphers. He also objected to a statement 
that “all of applicants have assented to the proposed arrange- 
ments.” That statement, he said, seemed to be bottomed on the 
fact that an article of the Railway Express Agency operating 
agreement entered into by the carriers now owning that agency 
contemplated that other lines of railroad located in certain 
defined groups might in the future contract with the Railway 
Express Agency to enter into that group. He said he did not think 
the statutory requirement of section 5 (1) for the assent of all 
carriers involved could be regarded as met by assent so long in 
advance and as to an expansion of the “pooling” to include addi- 
tional carriers which was not then really in immediate prospect. 


FILM AND NEWSPAPER TRANSPORT 


Against the opposition of the Railway Express Agency, 
Inc., Southeastern Express Co. and some rail and motor car- 
riers, the Commission, by division 5, in MC 71154, Film Transit 
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Co., common carrier application, has authorized the applicant 
to operate as a common carrier of motion picture films and 
accessories and newspapers between Memphis, Tenn., and points 
in Tennessee, Kentucky, Mississippi, Arkansas and Missouri 
over specified routes. 

The applicant, M. H. Brandon and E. M. Wagner, doing 
business as Film Transit Co. at Memphis, proposed, said the 
report, to coordinate the distribution of films and publications 
out of Memphis by transporting them in the same vehicle and 
to render in connection with the proposed transportation of 
films special services not now generally available by existing 
transportation agencies. The territory proposed to be served, 
said the report, was that in which the Memphis Commercial 
Appeal, “the principal morning newspaper of Memphis,” circu- 
lated and that which was served by the film exchanges or dis- 
tributors at that city. 

Applicant, said the report, had been authorized to trans- 
port the considered commodities between points in Arkansas 
by the Arkansas Corporation Commission, and denied similar 
authority in respect of points in Tennessee, by the Tennessee 
commission. Although applicants’ transportation of publica- 
tions would not be confined to the Commercial Appeal, said 
the report, that paper would apparently provide the principal 
publication traffic. Applicants apparently also hoped to partici- 
pate in the distribution of the Arkansas Gazette, published at 
Little Rock, said the report, and to transport magazines. 

About 90 per cent of the films shipped by the Memphis 
exchanges to points in the considered territory, or returned to 
Memphis, by the exhibitors, moved by express, said the report, 
and the remainder by other modes of transportation, but 
principally by parcel post. About 90 per cent of the circulation 
of the Commercial Appeal to outlying points in the territory 
was now distributed by motor carriers, said the report. 

There was nothing new in the service proposed by the ap- 
plicants, said the report, similar operations being in effect at 
every film exchange center in the United States, except Mem- 
phis. Mr. Brandon, it said, played a considerable part in the 
origin and development of this type of operation, for 20 years 
having been circulation manager of various newspapers in the 
United States. 

The question arose as to whether under authority that 
might be granted by the Commission, the traffic from Memphis 
to other Tennessee points would be state or interstate. After 
reviewing a number of cases on that point, the Commission 
stated its opinion to be that the transportation of the film 
prints beyond Memphis was not a continuation of that from 
New York to Memphis, and that their transportation between 
Memphis and other Tennessee points over intrastate routes was 
intrastate in character. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 
Fuel Oil 


Fourth section application No. 16842, fuel oil from south 
Atlantic and Virginia points, embracing also fourth section 
application No. 17187. By division 2. Parties to Pope’s I. C. C. 
No. 50 and the Norfolk & Western authorized in fourth section 
order No. 13127 to establish and maintain rates, fuel oil, in 
tank car loads, from Virginia and south Atlantic ports to points 
in Virginia, the Carolinas and Georgia without observing the 
long-and-short-haul part of section 4. The rates authorized 
are the lowest that may be constructed over any line or route 
from and to the same points on the basis of the truck-com- 
petitive scale on gasoline and kerosene, in use in that territory, 
subject to an estimated weight of 7.4 pounds a gallon. The 
relief is subject to the condition that the rates from higher 
rated intermediate points from which the products are shipped 
in tank cars or to any higher rated intermediate points in 
the territory in which rates are established on that scale to 
which the products are shipped in tank cars shall not exceed 
rates constructed on the basis of that scale. The authority 
also authorizes modification of that scale for the purpose of 
maintaining port relations or meet varying truck competitive 
rates. Temporary relief was granted in fourth section order 
No. 12771. 

Rails and Track Material 


Fourth section application No. 16949, rails and track ma- 
terial to southwest. By division 2. Carriers authorized in 
fourth section order No. 13122 to establish and maintain rates, 
railway track rails and track material, Kansas City, Mo., Bir- 
mingham, Ala., Chattanooga, Tenn., Louisville, Ky., Pittsburgh, 
Pa., Cleveland and Cincinnati, O., and points taking the same 
rates to destinations in Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma and 
Texas without observing the long-and-short-haul part of section 
4. The relief is subject to 3344 and 50 per cent circuity limita- 
tions and is not to include intermediate points as to which the 
haul of the petitioning line or route is not longer than that of 
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the direct line between the competitive points. (Temporary 
relief was granted in fourth section order No. 12870. 


Cordage Oil 

Fourth section application No. 16966, cordage oil to New 
Bedford and North Plymouth, Mass. By division 2. Parties 
to Curlett’s I. C. C. A439 and Van Ummersen’s I. C. C. No. 231 
authorized in fourth section order No. 13123 to establish and 
maintain rates, cordage oil, in tank car loads, estimated weight 
6.6 pounds a gallon, Bayonne-Bayway district, N. J., to New 
Bedford, Mass., and from Gulfport, N. Y., to New Bedford and 
North Plymouth, Mass., without observing the long-and-short- 
haul part of section 4. The rates are not to be lower than 18 
cents a hundred pounds. Relief is subject to a 50 per cent 
circuity limitation. ‘Temporary relief was granted in fourth 
section order No. 12896. 

Soap and Powders 

Fourth section application No. 17121, soap and soap pow- 
ders in the southwest. By division 2. Parties to Peel’s I. C. C. 
Nos. 2719 and 2888 in fourth section order No. 13128, author- 
ized to establish and maintain on soap, soap powders, etc., 
carloads, minimum 36,000 pounds over routes on which they 
have class rate relief between points in southwestern and Kan- 
sas-Missouri territories, and between points in those territories, 
on the one hand, and points in Illinois, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Missouri and Tennessee, on the other, the lowest rates that 
may be constructed on the basis of 24.5 per cent of the first 
class rates and to maintain higher rates from, to and between 
intermediate points; provided that rates from, to, and between 
higher rated intermediate points included in the class-rate- 
making distances of 220 miles or less shall not exceed rates 
on the basis hereinbefore described; also that rates from, to, 
and between other higher rated intermediate points shall not 
exceed rates constructed on the basis of 27.5 per cent of the 
first class rates between such intermediate points. Temporary 
relief was authorized by fourth section order No. 12968. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


The Commission, by division 5, in MC 15669, Andrew A. 
Loss, common carrier application, has denied a grandfather 
clause certificate to the applicant as successor in interest to 
Eisenhart & Gentzler, on a finding that he had failed to estab- 
lish his right to a certificate as a common carrier of general 
commodities between points in Maryland, Pennsylvania, New 
York, New Jersey, Ohio, Delaware and the District of Columbia. 

In MC 70426, Walter Schumacher, Chippewa Falls exten- 
sion, the Commission, division 5, has authorized operation as 
a carrier of general commodities between Eau Claire and 
Chippewa Falls, Wis. The Wisconsin commission, Railway 
Express Agency and a number of rail and motor carriers, the 
report said, appeared in opposition. The applicant, the report 
said, performed no intrastate service in Wisconsin, all ship- 
ments being to or from points outside that state. 


TERMINAL ALLOWANCES 


Litigation with respect to terminal switching allowances 
made by railroads to industries, has been renewed in the fed- 
eral court for the northern district of Illinois, eastern division 
at Chicago, in No. 15335, Chicago By-Products Coke Co. vs. 
The United States, Interstate Commerce Commission et al. 

In a motion filed by it, the coke company urges and con- 
tends it is entitled to receive all sums of money which have 
arisen under the terms of the railroad tariffs providing for 
such allowances, while the litigation has been going on. The 
coke company’s motion points out that the tariffs have re- 
mained at all times in full force and have never been sus- 
pended or canceled. It is also pointed out that the Commis- 
sion suspended the effective date of its order requiring the 
railroads to cease and desist from paying all allowances. 
Therefore, according to the motion served on the Commission, 
the coke company has moved the court to modify the final 
decree of April 27, by striking from it a part of paragraph 1 
wherein the court says that money which is held by the rail- 
roads subject to the further order of the court is to be re- 
tained by the carriers as part of their general funds and the 
accounts which the court had required the railroads to set up 
are to be canceled. 


The coke company asserted that the final decree failed to 
consider certain facts and circumstances, enumerated as being 
chiefly that the Commission, prior and after the interlocutory 
order, had postponed the effective date of its cease and desist 
order and that the carriers filed new tariffs continuing effect 
the allowance independently of the requirements of the court’s 
injunction. 

Moreover, said the motion, in other similar cases the courts 
and the Interstate Commerce Commission permitted the con- 
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tinued payment of allowances which had been condemned in 
orders of the Commission in the terminal allowance proceed- 
ings which underlaid the specific orders to certain industries 
until the tariffs providing therefor finally had been canceled. 

A conference on the terminal allowance situation growing 
out of the Commission’s suggestion that the railroads volun- 
tarily cancel all outstanding allowances for switching service 
at plants and withdraw their engines from plants where they 
are being used solely for the benefit of the industry or, if such 
engines remain in the plant, that tariffs be published providing 
a reasonable charge for the services being performed for the 
industry, was held at New York June 1 by representatives of 
the National Industrial Traffic League and the railroads. 
Among the railroad executives present were J. J. Pelley, presi- 
dent, and A. F. Cleveland, vice-president, of the Association 
of American Railroads; M. W. Clement, president of the Penn- 
- and S. T. Bledsoe, of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa 

e. 

According to E. F. Lacey, executive secretary of the 
League, there was an interchange of ideas and Mr. Pelley said 
suggestions made by shippers would be taken under considera- 
tion. Another conference was to be held later. The shippers 
contend that the through rate covers the transportation serv- 
ice from point of origin to spotting of car on industry track. 
They are disturbed, it is understood, as to what the Commis- 


sion means by a “simple” switching movement not subject to 
additional charge. 


FREIGHT RATE INCREASES 
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The railroads, June 3, filed a petition with the Commission 
asking permission to increase rates and charges on milk and 
cream in passenger train service between points in Official 
Territory; between points in Southern Territory; between 
points in Official Territory, on the one hand, and Western 
Trunk Line, Southern, and Southwestern territories, on the 
other, with a view to increasing their revenues. 

They proposed specific increases based on a mileage scale 
or, in the alternative, a horizonal ten per cent increase. 

They made no estimate as to the amount of revenue that 
would result from either proposal. 

As to a renewed effort on the part of the carriers to ob- 
tain additional revenue from their freight traffic by further 
proceedings in Ex Parte 123, it was said at the Association of 
American Railroads that the committee appointed some time 
ago had placed memoranda before the directors of the associa- 
tion but that no conclusions had been reached. 

Western carriers have asked leave to amend the petition 
filed by them dated April 27, seeking modification of the Com- 
mission’s decision in Ex Parte 123, in its application to rates 
on grain and grain products, by eliminating paragraphs hav- 
ing to do with the relationships from country origins to the 
first primary market. 

In the first paragraph which the western carriers said they 
desired to eliminate, they said that in the Commission’s de- 
cision in No. 17000, Part 7, a gradation as prescribed between 
the rates from country origins to markets of one-half cent for 
each fifteen miles. That gradation, said the petition, which 
it is proposed to modify, had generally been followed. The 
railroads said that increases under Ex Parte 123 would disturb 
the relationship in rates from country origins and in order to 
maintain relationships from one point to another, it was ther 
desire to increase rates from certain points a greater per cent 
than five per cent in a manner shown in an attached exhibit. 
In the part which is to be eliminated the railroads said it 
would be noted that from Minnesota and South Dakota origins 
to Chicago and Minneapolis, the rates they proposed would 
restore the relationship in effect prior to March 28. 

Other material which the carriers desire to eliminate are 
of similar character, illustrating the effect of the proposals 
from various origin territories to primary markets. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 

No. 27863, United States Gypsum Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al. Illinois 
Commerce Commission permitted to intervene. 

No. 27962, Philip Carey Co. vs. Alton & Southern et al. Illinois 
Commerce Commission permitted to intervene. 

No. 27329, Lawrenceville Cooperage Co. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 
Order entered March 28, which was by its terms made effective June 
30, modified to become effective July 30, on not less than 30 days’ 
notice, instead of June 30. 

No. 26070, Quanah, Acme & Pacific vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Order 
entered February 14, which was subsequently modified to become 
effective June 30, further modified to become effective July 15, on not 
less than 30 days’ notice, instead of June 30. 

1. & S. No. 4392, fruits, vegetables and hay in official territory. 
Order entered April 14, which by its present terms will become effec- 
tive June 1, amended so that it shall become effective August 1, instead. 

1. & S. No. 4423, wooden boxes in official territory. Order entered 
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March 15 which was by its terms made effective June 2, modified to 
become effective July 2, on not less than one day’s notice, instead of 
June 2. 

Finance No. 11915, Erie reorganization. J. Hamilton Cheston, Fred 
F. Lawrence, George B. Oates, Frederick E. Stone, George C. Thayer 
and Wynant D. Vanderpool, as Mutual Savings Bank group committee 
for Erie Railroad bonds, permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 11559, Old Colony et al. trustees proposed abandon- 
ment. Proceeding reopened for further hearing at time and place here- 
after to be designated on condition that applicants shall submit to 
protestants and to Commission, not less than 10 days before date of 
such further hearing as hereafter assigned, statistics showing actual 
revenues from passenger ticket sales to and from stations on line 
herein involved for the years 1936 and 1937. 

MC 24123, Roy P. Barnet, common carrier application. Matter re- 
opened for reconsideration on record as made. Parties hereto granted 
leave to file briefs on or before June 17. 

No. 27197, Stanolind Pipe Line Co. vs. Alton et al., and two sub- 
numbers thereunder, Same vs. A. T. & S. F. et al., and Same vs. Alton 
& Southern et al. Order entered January 7, as subsequently modified 
to become effective June 30, further modified to become effective July 
30, on not less than 30 days’ notice, instead of June 30. 

Fourth section application No. 17257, sugar from Boston, Mass., 
to Fulton, N. Y. Petition filed by H. A. Lindmark, attorney for car- 
riers parties to fourth section application No. 17257, regarding admis- 
sibility of certain evidence, denied. 

Finance Nos. 11578, 11581 and 11597, New York, New Haven & Hart- 
ford et al. trustees abandonment. Effective date of certificate issued 
under date of April 21, extended to July 1. 

MC 86491, Moe Harris. So much of order of November 19, 1937, 
as referred proceeding to Examiner Mack Myers for hearing and for 
recommendation of an appropriate order thereon, to be accompanied 
by reasons therefor, vacated. Proceeding referred to joint board No. 
67 for hearing and for recommendation of an appropriate order there- 
on, to be accompanied by reasons therefor. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


Finance Nos. 11597 and 11578, New York, New Haven & Hartford 
et al., trustees abandonment. Dutchess County, N. Y., and Board of 
Supervisors of Dutchess County ask rehearing and reargument before 
entire Commission. 

No. 22109, in the matter of rates on sand, gravel, crushed stone, 
etc., within the State of South Carolina. Atlantic Coast Line asks modi- 
fication of order dated July 14, 1931, as subsequently reaffirmed and 
made effective January 17, 1934, by order dated November 7, 1933, 
in such manner and to such extent as to permit establishment of rate 
of 36 cents a ton of 2,000 pounds on sand from Johns Island to Charles- 
ton, S. C., with a carload minimum corresponding to present carload 
minimum. 

No. 24799, Southwestern Millers’ League et al. vs. Abilene & South- 
ern et al.; No. 15037, Same vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; No. 24676, Minne- 
apolis Traffic Association et al. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; and No. 24802, 

Duluth Board of Trade et al. vs. Same. Defendants ask Commission 
to postpone date of argument now assigned for June 1, to vacate and 
set aside report and order dated October 11, 1937, to reopen proceed- 
ings for purpose of taking additional testimony, and to set cases for 
further hearing. 

No. 27694, J. D. Wigginton, dba Evanston Fuel & Material Co. and 
Wilmette Coal & Material Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. et al. Defendants 
ask Commission to postpone for period of ninety days, or from July 
15 to October 15, the date on which rates complying with order, dated 
April 1, must be made effective. 

MC-F 575, Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co., assumption of lia- 
bility. Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co. asks leave to withdraw ap- 
plication. 

No. 27412, Fitzgerald Manufacturing Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. et al. 
Complainant asks reopening for reconsideration by entire Commission 
on record as made. 

No. 27242, Royal Crystal Salt Co. vs. America Transportation Co. 
et al. Complainant and intervener, Morton Salt Co., ask that proceed- 
ing be reopened; that report of division 2 be given reconsideration by 
entire Commission; and that if new and additional evidence set forth 
in petition is considered necessary for complainant to prove its case, 
and in absence of rehearing such evidence can not be given judicial 
notice, proceeding be reheard. 


1. & S. M-228, commodity rates in New England territory. Respond- 
ent, Consolidated Motor Lines, Inc., asks rehearing or reconsideration 
of examiner’s proposed report and staying of examiner’s proposed 
order. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


MC-F-589. Consolidated Freight Lines, Inc., Portland, Ore., asks 
authority to issue a note and first mortgage in the amount of $40,000 
for the purpose of replacing present first and second mortgage on 
Portland Terminal. 

Finance No. 12057. Goldsboro Union Station Co., Goldsboro, N. C., 
asks authority to extend to August 1, 1948, the maturity date of its 
issue of $96,000 of first mortgage 4% per cent bonds which became 
due August 1, 1933. The interest, the application said, had been paid 
currently and extension of the maturity date was held up on account 
of a controversy which had been settled so that all parties had con- 
sented to the extension. 

MC F-590. Consolidated Freight Lines, Inc., and Montana Motor 
Freight Co., Portland, Ore., jointly ask authority to merge the Mon- 
tana Motor Freight Co. with the Consolidated Freight Lines, Inc. 

. Finance No. 9660. Supplemental. Missouri-Kansas-Texas ask for an 
order authorizing it to nominally issue, by procuring the authentica- 
tion and delivery to it of, $17,812,453.81 prior lien mortgage five per 
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cent gold bonds, series E, due 1975, and to pledge and repledge the 
same from time to time as collateral security for notes. 

MC F-591. E. W. Lyman, dba Lyman Truck Lines, Muskogee, 
Okla., asks authority to purchase from W. A. Johnson, dba Johnson 
— Lines, the rights and routes between Dallas, Tex., and Tulsa, 

kla. 


MC F-592. Brady Freight Lines, Inc., San Antonio, Tex., asks au- 


thority to purchase the operating rights of James J. Moritz in MC 
68681. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 

Report and order in F. D. No. 12035, Pere Marquette Railway 
Company bonds, granting authority to pledge and repledge from 
time to time to and including June 30, 1940, as collateral security for 
any short-term note or notes, not exceeding $10,045,000 of first-mortgage 
41% per cent gold bonds, series C, approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 12011, Hartford & Connecticut 
Western Railroad Company et al. trustees’ abandonment, permitting 
abandonment by the trustees of the Hartford & Connecticut Western 
Railroad Company of certain lines of railroad of that company in 
Hartford county, Conn., and abandonment of operation thereof by 
them as trustees of the New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad 
Company, approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 11994, Canton & Carthage Railroad 
Company note, granting authority to issue a promissory note for not 
exceeding $280,000, to be delivered to the Pearl River Valley Lumber 
Company in exchange for and in satisfaction of a like amount of out- 
standing notes, approved. 

Supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 11520, Lehigh Valley 
Railroad Company securities, granting authority to pledge not ex- 
ceeding $1,000,000 of general consolidated mortgage 4% per cent bonds 
as a part of the additional collateral security for a promissory note in 
the face amount of $5,000,000, approved. 

Second supplemental report and third supplemental order in F. D. 
No. 9963, Great Northern Railway Company bonds, granting authority 
to pledge and repledge from time to time to and including June 30, 
1940, as collateral security, or as a part of the collateral security, for 
a short-term note or notes, not exceeding $15,000,000 of general mort- 
gage 6 per cent gold bonds, series F, approved. 


MILWAUKEE REORGANIZATION 

E. Stanley Glines, Morton H. Fry, W. Rodman Peabody, 
R. Harland Shaw, and C. Oliver Wellington, have been author- 
ized by the Commission, division 4, in Finance No. 10882, 
C. M. St. P. & P. reorganization, to serve as a_ protective 
committee for holders of Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & 
Pacific 5 per cent 50-year mortgage gold bonds, series A, due 
February 1, 1975. The committee said it desired to borrow 
not to exceed $50,000 to pay its expenses and such additional 
sums as might be necessary, with the approval of the Com- 
mission, to carry on its work. The Commission said it was of 
the opinion that the committee should be permitted to borrow 
the money not exceeding in the aggregate $50,000, to pay ex- 
penses, not including any compensation for members, but that 
no additional sum should be borrowed except with its approval. 

Briefs have been filed in Finance No. 10882, Chicago, Mil- 
waukee, St. Paul & Pacific reorganization, by the group of 
institutional investors, holders of Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul 
& Pacific securities; by the protective committee for preferred 
stockholders in opposition to the plan of reorganization; by Wil- 
liam Church Osborn, an intervener; on behalf of the City Bank 
Farmers Trust Co., as trustee under the first mortgage of the 
Milwaukee and Northern Railroad Co., dated June 10, 1880, and 
under the Consolidated mortgage of Milwaukee and Northern 
dated February 11, 1884; St. Louis Union Trust Co. and Illinois 
State Trust Co., as trustees for Chicago, Milwaukee and Gary 
first mortgage 40-year 5 per cent bonds of 1948; Guaranty 
Trust Co. of New York and Merrel P. Callaway, as trustees 
under the 50-year mortgage of the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. 
Paul & Pacific dated as of February 2, 1925; United States 
Trust Co. of New York as trustee under Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St. Paul general mortgage; independent committee for protec- 
tion of Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific bondholders; 


a Credit Corporation; and by the debtor on its own 
ehalf. 


TO HOLD DOZENS OF OFFICES 

The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 12036, has 
authorized James R. Downes, assistant to the president of the 
Pennsylvania, to hold the position of director of the New York 
Connecting, the Pennsylvania Tunnel & Terminal and the Union 
Railroad Co. of Baltimore in addition to the position he holds 
in the Pennsylvania organization. In addition the authoriza- 
tion permits him to hold directorships and any office or offices 


in about seventy-five subsidiaries of the Pennsylvania specified 
in the order of authorization. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 
Hearing in MC 45729, assigned for June 3, at Trenton, N. J., was 
canceled. 


Hearing in MC 94049, assigned for May 28, at Alliance, Neb., was 
canceled. 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 





POTATOES FROM THE SOUTH 


XAMINER L. H. MACOMBER, in No. 27684, Wisconsin Dis- 
tributing Co. et al. vs. Chicago & North Western et al., has 
recommended that the Commission find unreasonable the rates 
on potatoes from various points in southern Alabama, eastern 
North Carolina and eastern Virginia south of Norfolk, Va., to 
Fond du Lac, Oshkosh, Appleton, Green Bay and Wausau, Wis., 
prescribe new ones and award reparation. 

The destinations, the examiner said, were in western trunk 
line territory in extended zone C with the exception of Wau- 
sau, which was in zone 1. The assailed rates, the examiner 
said, from the Virginia origins, prior to June 1, 1936, and from 
the North Carolina origins, except Green Bay, were combina- 
tions generally made on Milwaukee, Wis., whereas the rates 
from the Alabama origins to all destinations were joint through 
rates. 

According to the examiner, the present through rates from 
the Virginia origins to Fond du Lac, Oshkosh and Appleton, 
which became effective June 12, 1936, and the joint through 
rates from the North Carolina and Virginia producing points 
to Green Bay were satisfactory and were not assailed. The 
rates from points of origin to Milwaukee, he said, were not 
in issue. Although the complaint brought in issue the reason- 
ableness of the through rates from and to the points here con- 
cerned, complainants took the position, said the examiner, that 
the unreasonableness of the combination rates inhered in the 
Wisconsin factors, or the factors beyond Milwaukee. 

A question of the applicability of some of the rates, accord- 
ing to the examiner, was raised in the testimony. 

Examiner Macomber recommended that the Commission 
find that the assailed rates assessed on the traffic were the 
applicable rates and that the applicable rates were and are 
unreasonable. He said the rates assailed should be found 
unreasonable for the future to the extent they would exceed 
rates constructed on the basis of 27.5 per cent of constructive 
first class rates to Milwaukee plus differentials beyond, of 4 
cents to Fond du Lac; 5 cents to Oshkosh; 6 cents to Appleton 
and Appleton Junction; 7 cents to Green Bay, and 12 cents to 
Wausau, minimum 30,000 pounds. 

The examiner said the rates should be found unreasonable 
in the past to the extent they exceeded 32 per cent of the 
Class 1 key rates or Class 1 rates related thereto, as prescribed 
in Western-Southern Class Rates, 226 I. C. C. 497, decided 
April 5, minimum 30,000 pounds. 

He said that the Commission should find complainants and 
interveners were not entitled to reparation on shipments pur- 
chased f. o. b., Chicago, but that complainants who paid and 
bore the charges on shipments which moved direct from points 
of origin to destinations at rates proposed to be found unreason- 
able, were entitled to reparation, in the amount of the differ- 
ence between the charges paid and those which would have 
accrued at rates proposed to be found to have been reasonable 
in the past. 


STOCKER AND FEEDER RATES 


Asserting that the stocker-feeder rule of western railroads 
was designed to eliminate competition between rail and high- 
way carriers, Examiner Frank M. Weaver, in No. 27674, Mata- 
dor Land & Cattle Co., Ltd., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al., and No. 
27812, American National Live Stock Association et al. vs. 
Abilene & Southern et al., has recommended condemnation of 
that rule as unreasonable and unjustly discriminatory. The 
rule, he said, should be canceled. In addition, he said, the ap- 
plicable rates on stocker cattle shipped from Russellville, Tex., 
to South Fontana, Calif., should be found unreasonable and 
that the railroads should be directed to waive collection of 
outstanding undercharges. 

The rule in question in these cases is that which makes 
reshipment by rail carriers a condition precedent to the ap- 
plication of stocker-feeder rates on stocker-feeder live stock 
between points in British Columbia, Arizona, California, Idaho, 
Montana, Nevada, western New Mexico, Oregon, Utah and 
Washington, on the one hand, and points within the territory 
east of those states, on the other, according to the report. 

Specifically, the complaint, according to the report, was 
against language of an affidavit form to which the shipper 
had to subscribe in the event the carriers had any reason to 
believe that any part of the shipment of stocker-feeder animals 





was sold for dairy purposes or for slaughter within 30 days, 
or that the stock was not to be subsequently reshipped via 
rail carriers. Unless the shipper in that event made such an 
affidavit, he would have to pay the fat cattle rate, the report 
showed. 

In the final analysis, the examiner said, the rates were 
determined by the form of transport selected by the final 
purchaser for shipment of the fat animals—if they were re- 
shipped at all—and the final purchaser might be a person hav- 
ing no interest in the transportation from origin to the pasture 
or feed points and not a party to the transportation contract 
relating to that movement. 

Shipments in the title case, according to the complaint, 
consisted of yearling heifers, or stock cattle within the tariff 
description of stockers and feeders. The animals were driven 
or trucked from South Fontana to Los Angeles and Oceanside, 
Calif., relatively short distances from South Fontana. The 
animals not having been reshipped by rail, the carriers pre- 
sented undercharge claims, said the report. 

According to the examiner, the carriers, for more than 
half a century, had maintained two sets of rules on edible live 
stock, the first being the ‘100 per cent basis” applicable on 
fat or ordinary live stock, while the second, from 15 to 25 per 
cent lower than the fat or 100 per cent basis, applicable on the 
stocker-feeder live stock. But, said the examiner, the record 
showed that the defendants made no effort at all to enforce 
the condition precedent, until the early part of 1935. Since 
that time, he said, it seemed that their efforts at enfcrcement 
had been confined to points in California, especially feed and 
pasture stations near Los Angeles, although the rule assailed 
had been in force continuously since January 25, 1932, the 
effective date of the rates prescribed by the Commission in 
Live Stock-Western District Rates, 176 I. C. C. 1. 

In connection with his assertion that the assailed rule was 
designed to eliminate competition between rail and highway 
carriers, Examiner Weaver said the law contemplated com- 
petition between rail and highway carriers especially in those 
instances where, as here, the highway service was definitely 
superior. To illustrate superiority, the examiner said that 
South Fontana, one of the several points in southern Cali- 
fornia, where private pasture or feed yards was maintained, 
was 48 miles from Los Angeles. To perform this 48-mile haul, 
the examiner said, the rail carriers required from eight to ten 
hours, while the highway carriers performed the same service 
within two hours. The significance of the faster highway serv- 
ice, he said, was readily appreciated when it was remembered 
that a delay of two hours might form the basis for heavy 
claims on fat live stock. 


The assailed rule, said the examiner, unequivocally re- 
quired “subsequent reshipment via rail carriers” from the pas- 
ture or feed points even though the rail service from many of 
those points, including South Fontana, was not only inferior 
to that of the highway carriers but wholly intrastate. The Com- 
m'ssion, he said, was without legal authority to determine or 
select the form of transport to be used in the intrastate move- 
ment of live stock between points in California, like South 
Fontana and Los Angeles. It was, he added, of course, with- 
out authority to approve or prescribe a rule which required 
that such intrastate traffic be shipped by rail. The Commis- 
sion, he said, did not consider this phase of the matter in 
Live Stock-Western District Rates, supra. In a footnote, the 
examiner said, the rail rate for the 48-mile haul between South 
Fontana and Los Angeles was $20 in a 36-foot car. The com- 
parable highway rate, he said, was $12.50. 

In his summary and conclusions, the examiner said: 


Under the assailed rule the rates on stocker-feeder live stock to 
pasture and feed points vary according to the type of transport selected 
by the shippers of fat or ordinary live stock for the movement of 
such stock from the pasture or feed points, although the shippers of 
the fat stock may not have been parties to the transportation of the 
stockers and feeders. The rule permits defendants to collect different 
rates from different shippers for the transportation of stocker-feeder 
live stock shipped from and to the same points under like circum- 
stances and conditions. It penalizes those who ship stocker-feeder 
live stock in interstate commerce if intrastate shippers do not forfeit 
their iegal right to select the more efficient highway service for the 
transportation of their fat or ordinary live stock between intrastate 
points. 

Once let it be conceded that rail carriers have the right to make 
their local rates on stocker-feeder live stock, or any other commodity, 
subject to the restrictions contemplated by this rule and no one can 
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then deny that motor carriers have a similar right but the exercise 
of such a right by both rail and motor carriers would eliminate com- 
petition between those carriers and thus remove the only important 
public benefit resulting from the maintenance of two types of trans- 
port. 


Defendants argue at length about abuses and misuses of stocker- 
feeder rates, but all they have shown is that one of the eight factors 
which the Commission took into account when it fixed the level of 
the existing stocker-feeder rates, namely the subsequent movement 
factor, is no longer present in so far as movements from California 
feed and pasture points are concerned. If the Commission is of the 
view that the partial absence of this one factor may make the present 
level of the stocker-feeder rates too low it should, of course, reopen 
and reconsider Live Stock-Western District Rates, supra, but irrespec- 
tive of what it may do in that respect it should find that: 

(1) The assailed rule was, is and for the future will be unreason- 
able and unjustly discriminatory; 

(2) The applicable rates on 10 carloads of stocker-feeder cattle 
shipped from Russellville, Tex., to South Fontana, Calif., on July 19, 
1934, were unreasonable by reason of the rule condemned in (1); 

(3) Defendants should waive collection of all outstanding under- 
charges arising by reason of the rule condemned in (1). 

Note—Although the fact is not referred to in the examiner’s report, 
the carriers have shown dissatisfaction with the situation by filing a 
petition with regard to stocker and feeder rates. (See Traffic World, 
April 30, page 1009.) 


SANTA FE DINING CAR MEN 


Examiner Ear] M. Steer, in Ex Parte 72, Sub. No. 1, regu- 
lations concerning the class of employes and subordinate officials 
that are to be included within the term “employe” under the 
railway labor act, has recommended that the Commission find 
that the dining car employes on the Santa Fe, under contract 
with Fred Harvey, are within the term employe as used in 
the railway labor act. The proceeding was begun under a peti- 
tion filed by the Dining Car Employes Union, Local No. 351, an 
American Federation of Labor affiliate. The union asked the 
Commission to interpret its orders defining and classifying its 
employes so as to include workers engaged in the dining car 
service on the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe and affiliated lines 
as employes of the Santa Fe within the meaning of section 
1 (5) of the railwey labor act. 

The answer of the Santa Fe and Fred Harvey, the examiner 
said, alleged that the workers were not employed by the Santa 
Fe but by Fred Harvey, a corporation which managed and 
operated the dining car service under contract with the rail- 
road. They contended, according to the report, that Fred 
Harvey was an independent contractor over which the railroad 
had no control whatever. Considering all the terms of the 
contract, said the examiner, it was believed that the Santa Fe 
could and did exercise such control over Fred Harvey as to 
bring that corporation within the definition of the term “carrier” 
of the railway labor act. 


SHIPPER CONTRACT CARRIER 


Saying that a permit should be denied where the sole 
advantage accruing to a shipper from a proposed service 
would be a saving of transportation costs and such saving was 
dependent on the charging of rates of very doubtful adequacy, 
Examiner R. J. Olentine, in MC 86945, Edward S. Barrett, con- 
tract carrier application, has recommended denial of a permit 
to operate as a contract carrier of automobiles from Detroit, 
Mich., to Salt Lake City, Utah. He said the operation should 
be found not consistent with the public interest or the policy 
declared in section 202(a) of the motor carrier act. The re- 
port was served May 27. 


Examiner Olentine said it appeared that Blair Motor Co., 
of Salt Lake City, desired to be relieved of the responsibility 
of convoying its automobiles by the caravan method and had 
entered into an “alleged contract” with applicant to perform 
the service contingent on his obtaining the necessary authori- 
zations from the Commission. According to Barrett’s testi- 
mony, the examiner said, he intended to operate in substantially 
the same manner as in the past except that the operation would 
be conducted as his individual enterprise and not that of Blair 
Motor Co. 

Applicant conceded, said the examiner, that he would not 
be rendering any transportation service in the territory that 
was not presently available, as he knew of other caravaning 
companies operating in the manner proposed by him. Hearing 
further developed, said the examiner, that the applicant would 
not operate profitably under the terms of his “alleged contract” 
with the Blair Motor Co. The parties, however, added he, had 
indicated their intention to execute a contract mutually binding 
and providing for higher transportation charges in the event 
this application was granted. The agreement between the 
parties, according to the report, makes no provision for furnish- 
ing a definite or substantial amount of automobile traffic. 

The evidence, the report said, affirmatively showed that 
the application was prompted by the motor company to make 
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a saving in transportation costs, the testimony of the office 
manager of the motor company being to the effect that market 
competition necessitated the caravaning of automobiles by the 
Blair company. 

“It is well established,” says the report, “that the desire 
of a shipper to engage the services of a particular person as 
a contract carrier, standing alone, does not constitute a suffi- 
cient ground for the granting of that person the right to enter 
the motor carrier field when the traffic proposed to be trans- 
ported is handled satisfactorily by existing motor carrier facili- 
ties. Empire Petroleum & Transport Co., Inc., Contract Carrier 
Application, 2 M. C. C. 12, and others.” 

The Alton, Wabash, Burlington, Baltimore & Ohio, Denver 
& Rio Grande Western, and the National Automobile Trans- 
porters Association, the examiner said, opposed grant of the 
application. It appeared, said he, that the charges maintained 
on automobiles by the protesting rail carriers were approxi- 
mately double those proposed by the applicant. The record 
revealed, said he, that there were many motor carriers trans- 
porting automobiles in the territory embraced by the applica- 
tion. No showing, said he, was made that Barrett’s proposed 
service was peculiarly adapted to the requirements of the 
shipper or that it differed substantially from that performed 
by other caravaners. 


PAPER BOOK MATCH RATES 


Condemnation of proposed reduced rates on paper book 
matches in the middle Atlantic states has been recommended 
by Examiner William A. Maidens in I. and S. MC 328, paper 
book matches in middle Atlantic states. He says the suspended 
schedules should be found not justified, ordered to be can- 
se the proceeding discontinued. The report was served 

ay 27. 

The schedules under consideration was filed by Agent 
Waring, of the Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Confer- 
ences, Inc., but were to be applicable only via Atlantic Coast 
Freight Lines, Inc., or York Motor Express Co., Inc., in the 
middle Atlantic states, and from Baltimore, Md., to Washing- 
ton, D. C., applicable only via Atlantic Coast Freight Lines, 
Inc., Cumberland Motor Express Corp., George’s Transporta- 
tion Co., Inc., and Liberty Express Co., Inc., in less than truck- 
loads. The schedules were suspended on protest of the Middle 
Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, Inc. 

According to the report, only one shipper witness, repre- 
senting a manufacturer of matches at Baltimore, undertook 
to justify the proposed reductions. A witness for the Atlantic 
Coast Freight Line, Inc., according to the report, concluded that 
due to the weight of packing and lack of susceptibility to 
damage the commodity involved in this proceeding was en- 
titled to third class rates in less than truckloads. The examiner 
said the proposed rates were lower than the present rates 
generally observed by other motor carriers and were consid- 
erably lower than the general level observed by rail carriers 
in that territory. There appeared, said he, to be no competitive 
reason for the reductions sought, and the present second class 


rates in the middle Atlantic states had not been shown to be. 


unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 


BOSTON AND MAINE MOTOR CASES 


Finding that the operations by the applicant in arranging 
for the transportation of general commodities are not those 
of a common carrier as defined in the motor carrier act, joint 
board No. 186, composed of Winslow E. Melvin of New Hamp- 
shire, has recommended that the Commission deny certificates 
in MC 75872, Sub. No. 1, Boston & Maine Transportation Co., 
extension of operations, East and North Weare, N. H., and 
MC 75872, Sub. No. 2, Same, extension of operations—Bristol, 
N. H. The report was served June 2. 

The joint board in these cases dealt with questions that 
were raised in the application of the transportation company in 
MC 75872, Boston & Maine Transportation Co., motor carrier 
application, and MC 15934, Boston & Maine Railroad, motor 
carrier application. (See Traffic World, May 21, p. 1186.) In 
those cases, Examiner Paul R. Naefe recommended denial of 
certificates and permits because the applicants did not hold 
the vehicles used by them under arrangements equivalent to 
leases. 

In these cases, the transportation company alone asked for 
certificates authorizing extension of operations by motor 
vehicle at East and North Weare, N. H., and Bristol, N. H., 
to take the place of abandoned rail service. 

The board said it was expressly recognized in the motor 
carrier act that a common carrier by motor vehicle, might, by 
lease or other arrangement, utilize the vehicles of others in 
its transportation undertaking. It said the question here was 
whether that was what applicant was doing or proposed to 
do herein. The report said the applicant did not own the 
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vehicles which were or are to be used to carry the considered 
traffic. Neither did it lease such vehicles, added the report, 
since a lease contemplated that the possession and the control 
of the vehicles, for the period of the lease, was entirely vested 
in the lessee. The arrangements between the applicant and 
the motor carriers it had employed or intended to employ, the 
report said, appeared merely to provide that such carriers 
would transport the freight on applicant’s billing; that these 
motor carriers owned the vehicles; operated them with their 
employes; selected the type of vehicles to transport the sh'p- 
ments; furnished and maintained such equipment; and were 
responsible to applicant for loss or damage to the property 
transported, and also responsible to the public for damages 
arising out of such operations. 


In the circumstances, the report said, the board found 
that operations of these motor carriers could not be regarded 
as motor vehicle operations of applicant under the statutory 
definition of a common carrier by motor vehicle. 





DUAL MOTOR OPERATIONS 


Although calling attention to the fact that the applicant 
was performing so-called contract carrier service, Examiner 
C. I. Kephart, in MC 2610, William C. Barry, Inc., common 
carrier application, has recommended that the Commission au- 
thorize continued operation as a common carrier of general 
commodities between a defined area centering on Boston, Mass., 
and points in Maine, New Hampshire and Massachusetts over 
defined regular routes and points in described territory in 
Maine, Massachusetts, Rhode Island and Connecticut over 
irregular routes, under the grandfather clause. The report 
was served June 1. 


Traffic hauled for two large companies maintaining ware- 
houses at Somerville, Mass., according to the report, is under 
contract. The service for one of the companies, the report 
said, was operated as a separate division of the business of 
the applicant. The examiner said the chief reason given for 
treating the service for those two large companies as contract 
carriage was the volume of the traffic. Another chain store 
organization, according to the examiner, also was said to ke 
served in that manner. 


There was nothing inherently different in applicant’s trans- 
portation of the goods of those shippers, said Examiner Kep- 
hart, from that performed by it as a common carrier in moving 
the similar goods of independent grocers over substantially the 
same routes between the same or nearby points. The same 


sort of equipment, said he, was used in handling similar goods 
of different shippers. 


The publication of lower rates for volumes of traffic greater 
than a truckload, the examiner said, afforded an undue advan- 


‘tage to a very few large shippers, which must be detrimental 


financially to their smaller competitors and in the course of 
time might have a tendency to put them out of business. For 
that reason, said he, the Commission had long looked with 
disfavor on what amounted to trainload rates, here multiple 
truckloads. In support of that he cited Woodward-Bennett Co. 
vs. S. P., L. A., & L. A. R. R. Co., 29 I. C. C. 664. The uce of 
a contract, as done in this instance, said the examiner, achieved 
the same result in another way to the disadvantage of com- 
petitors of a chain grocery served by applicant at higher rates 
as a common carrier. He pointed out, as an examp!e, that the 
published common carrier less than truckload rate on groceries 
from Boston to Portland, Me., at the time of the hearing was 
30 cents a hundred pounds while the contractural any-quantity 
rate was 22 cents. The corresponding rates to Old Town, Me., 
he said, were 50 cents and 36 cents, respectively. 


In truckload quantities, of course, he added, the contrast 
was less pronounced. The record, said he, afforded no indica- 
tion as to the extent to which independent grocers shipped in 
truckloads or smaller quantities. 


“If no such advantages were gained, what use would exist 
for a contract when commodity rates published in applicant's 
common carrier tariff, available alike to all of its patrons, will 
serve the same purpose in an approved manner?” asked the 
examiner. 

“Clearly,” he said, “the service covered by these contracts 
is not the kind contemplated to be approved under section 210 
of the act, which restricts dual operation.” 

The First National Stores, Inc., of Somerville, which, the 
examiner said, applicant served under contract, intervened in 
support of the applicaiion, while Class I railroads of New 
England and various motor carriers intervened either in oppo- 
sition to the application or for the protection of their interests. 
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MOTOR PROPOSED REPORTS 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration of 
20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), be- 
come effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission.) 


MC 7366, Emil Sindelar, common carrier application, and 
Sub. No. 1 thereunder, extension of operation. Joint Board 93. 
Served May 27. Applications dismissed at request of applicant. 
Certificate, general commodities between points in Nebraska. 

MC 7799, John Melvin Hassler, common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner A. J. Sullivan. Served May 27. Certificate 
granted, petroleum products, Baltimore, Md., to Washington, 


MC 25635, Sub. No. 1, Petroleum Transport Co., extension 
of operations. Joint board 43. Served May 27. Certificate 
granted. Petroleum products, in bulk, in tank truckloads, re- 
fining points in Kansas to all points in Colorado. Modified 
procedure, no hearing. Hearing on request. 

MC 26876, Brashear Freight Lines, Inc., common carrier 
application. Examiner G. P. Werner. Served May 27. Granted. 
General commodities, with exceptions, between points in Mis- 
souri, Kansas, Illinois and Indiana. 

MC 29473, Ivan Clifton Revell, dba Revell Transit Lines, 
common carrier application. Examiner P. A. Colvin. Served 
May 27. Application denied and operations ordered discon- 
tinued. Permit, general commodities between Omaha, Neb., 
and Chicago, Il. 

MC 31440, Sub. No. 1, Maine Central Transportation Co., 
extension of operations—Lancaster. Joint board 186. Served 
May 27. Certificate granted. Passengers and their maggage, 
and express, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Glen and Lancaster, N. H. Modified pro- 
cedure, no hearing. Hearing on request. 

MC 50735, Sub. No. 1, Southwest Missouri Railroad Co. 
(F. C. Wallower, trustee), extension—Baxter Springs. Joint 
board 52. Served May 27. Certificate granted. Passengers 
and their baggage, and express, mail and newspapers in the 
same vehicle with passengers between Galena and Baxter 
Springs, Kan. Modified procedure, no hearing. Hearing on 
request. 

MC 50961, Lawrence Frank Fisher, dba Elkhorn Valley 
Stages, common carrier application. Joint board 93. Served 
May 27. Dismissed at request of applicant. Certificate, passen- 
gers, light express, mail and newspapers between Creighton 
and Lincoln, Neb. 

MC 61765, Sub. No. 1, W. K. Carroll, extension of opera- 
tions. Joint board 43. Served May 27. Permit granted. Bulk 
petroleum and petroleum products, specified origins in Kansas 
to destinations in Colorado. Modified procedure, no hearing. 
Hearing on request. — 

MC 96472, W. C. Miller, Shelby, Neb., extension of opera- 
tion. Joint board 19. Served May 27. Certificate granted. 
—— products, in bulk Arkansas City, Kan., to Shelby, 
Neb. 

MC 86655, Ray Howerter, dba Howerter Transport Service, 
contract carrier application. Joint board 220. Served May 27. 
Certificate granted, petroleum products, in bulk, refinery points 
in Kansas and Parco, Wyo., to specified destinations in Ne- 
braska. . 

MC 86725, Alvin Owsley, common carrier application. 
Examiner J. L. Bradford. Served May 27. Certificate denied. 
Show and race horses and equipment necessary for their care 
en route, between points in Kentucky, Indiana, Ohio, Michigan 
and Illinois, subject only to the provisions of section 204 rela- 
tive to the qualifications and the maximum hours of service of 
employes and safety of operations or standards of equipment. 
The proposed report is in consonance with administrative ruling 
No. 63 of the Bureau of Motor Carriers. 

MC 88471, Gradiny Delivery Service, Inc., common carrer 
application. Joint board 67. Served May 27. Applicant’s 
proposed operations found to be those of a contract carrier. 
Permit granted, frozen eggs in barrels and cans, in liquid form, 
fresh eggs in cases, and empty cans, between New York, N. 
Y., and Philadelphia, Pa., including intermediate noints over 
U. S. highway 1. Modified procedure, no hearing. Hearing on 
request. 

MC 88478, Charles Zenli, contract carrier application. 
Examiner Roy L. Burge. Served May 27. Granted. Permit, 
pasteurized milk, between Oxford Depot and New York, N. Y. 
Modified procedure, no hearing. Hearing on request. 

MC 88700, Edward Brown, common carrier application. 
Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served May 27. Certificate denied. 
Household goods between points in Virginia, Maryland, Dela- 
ware, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New York and the District 
of Columbia. 

MC F-492, Leonard J. Russell, purchase, F. C. Calhoun. 
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Joint board 50. Served May 27. Purchase by Leonard J. 
Russell, dba Russell Transportation Co. of certain operating 
rights and property of F. C. Calhoun, dba Calhoun Transporta- 
tion Lines, approved and authorized. 

MC F-307, Jesse L. Riley, purchase, J. I. Mangold, and MC 
F-308, Jesse L. Riley, purchase, William F. Peterson. Joint 
board 39. Served May 27. Purchase by Jesse L. Riley, dba 
Riley’s Truck Line, of operating rights and property of J. I. 
Mangold, dba Mangold Truck Line, and certain operating rights 
of William F. Peterson, dba A. & A. Truck Line, approved and 
authorized. 

MC F-215, Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, 
Harold D. Gorman. Examiner Robert R. Hendon. Served May 
27. Purchase of Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc., of operating 
rights and property of Harold D. Gorman, dba Gorman’s Trans- 
portation Co., approved and authorized. 

MC 88898, Valley Coaches, common carrier application. 
Joint board 131. Served May 28. Certificate granted. Pas- 


_Sengers and their baggage and express and newspapers in the 


same vehicle with passengers between Augusta, Ga., and Vau- 
cluse, S. C. Modified procedure, no hearing. Hearing on 
request. 

MC 88586, Peter Molinaro, dba Fast Line Trucking, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. Served 
May 28. Certificate granted. Printed advertising circulars, 
Newark, N. J., to New York City, N. Y. Modified procedure, 
no hearing. Hearing on request. 

MC 88408, Frank James O’Neill, contract carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 67. Served May 28. Permit granted. Build- 
ing materials, Port Newark, N. J., to points in Pennsylvania. 
Modified procedure, no hearing. Hearing on request. 

MC 43065, Sub. No. 1, Highway Express Co., extension of 
operations—Wilmington and Savannah. Joint board 130. Served 
May 28. Permit granted. Petroleum products ond containers 
and filling station equipment between points in Georgia, North 
Carolina and South Carolina. Modified procedure, no hearing. 
Hearing on request. 

MC 88347, John G. Dewar, common carrier application. 
Joint board 13. Served May 31. Dismissed at request of 
applicant. Certificate, animal or poultry feeds, agricultural 
fertilizers, and chemicals, Chicago, Ill., to points and places in 
that portion of Wisconsin lying on and north of Wisconsin high- 
way 23, and on and east of U. S. highway 51. 

MC 88065, William H. Naudain, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 199. Served May 31. Applicant’s proposed 
operations found to be those of a contract carrier. Permit 
granted, poultry and dairy feeds, roofing material, miscel- 
laneous farm supplies and fertilizer, Baltimore, Md., to Newark, 
Del., over specified routes, and from Newark to points within 
20 miles thereof in Maryland, Pennsylvania and Delaware. 

MC 86495, E. C. Rath, dba Rath Transfer Service, common 
carrier application. Examiner A. E. Later. Served May 31. 
Denied for want of prosecution. Certificate, salt, machinery, 
live stock and farm products between points in Nebraska and 
Kansas City, Mo., Sioux City, Ia., Kanopolis, Hutchinson and 
Lyons, Kan. 

MC 39798, Norman L. Hearn, common carrier application. 
Examiner H. L. Hanback. Served May 31. Denied for want 
of prosecution. Certificate, general commodities, with excep- 
tions, between points in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecti- 
cut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Mary- 
land, Virginia, North Carolina and the District of Columbia. 

MC 29592, J. H. Busskohl and Carl A. Busskohl, dba Arrow 
Stage Lines, common carrier application. Joint board 138. 
Served May 31. Certificate granted and special or chartered 
party operations authorized. Passengers, baggage, express and 
newspapers between Sioux City, Ia., and points in Nebraska. 

MC 20808, Albert G. Winward, common carrier application. 
Examiner H. P. Boss. Served May 31. Dismissed at request 
of applicant. Certificate, specified commodities between points 
in Connecticut, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York and 
Rhode Island. 


MC F-216, Union Transfer Co., purchase, Eugene E. He'ser. 
J. Edward Davey, chief, section of finance, Bureau of Motor 
Carriers. Served May 31. Purchase by Union Transfer Co. 
of operating rights of Eugene E. Heiser, dba Heiser Freight 
Lines, approved and authorized. It is provided that in the 
event the authority herein granted is exercised, service which 
applicant may render as result of operating authority here 
purchased, shall be subject to such limitations or restrictions 
as the Commission may hereafter find it necessary to impose 
in the event of a favorable determination of the application 
now pending in MC F-16. 

MC F-461, Joe Duffey, purchase, Sarah E. Shawley. Ex- 
aminer Bruce W. Card. Served May 31. Purchase by Joe 
Duffey, dba Joe Duffey Trucking Co., of operating rights and 
property of Sarah E. Shawley, dba Shawley Motor Freight, 
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dismissed for lack of jurisdiction. Applicant, according to the 
report, was found to be operating in Michigan only. 

MC F-187, Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co., purchase, 
H. L. Evans. Examiner Philip N. Crowley. Served May 31. 
Application of the Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co. to pur- 
chase certain operating rights of H. L. Evans, dba Silver Motor 
Freight Lines, dismissed for lack of jurisdiction, intrastate 
rights only being involved. 

MC F-290, American Motor Transport, Inc., purchase, B. J. 
Lewin (W. F. Stewart, receiver). Examiner Robert R. Hendon. 
Served May 31. Purchase by American Motor Transport, Inc., 
of operating rights of B. J. Lewin, dba American & Transport 
Freight Lines (W. F. Stewart, receiver), approved and au- 
thorized. P 

MC F-304, W. E. Bell, purchase, White Line Motor Fre:ght 
Co., Inc. Examiner Frank A. Clifford. Served May 31. Pur- 
chase by William E. Bell, dba Midway Transit Co., of certain 
operating rights and property of White Line Motor Freight Co., 
Inc., approved and authorized. 

MC F-442, Ray Miller, purchase, Shattuck Trucking Cor- 
poration, and MC F-488, Ray Miller, purchase, Ralph Williams 
(C. A. Garber, assignee). Examiner Robert R. Hendon. Served 
May 31. Purchase by Ray Miller, dba Ray Miller Trucking 
Co., of the operating rights of Shattuck Trucking Corporation, 
and Ralph Williams, dba Williams Express Lines, approved and 
authorized. 

MC F-468, Rock Island Motor Transit Co., purchase, Bur- 
lington Transportation Co. Examiner Robert R. Hendon. 
Served May 31. Purchase by the Rock Island Motor Transit 
Co. of certain operating rights of Burlington Transportation 
Co., approved and authorized. The authorization provides that 
applicant shall not, if authority herein granted is exercised, 
render service from or to, or interchange traffic at Austin, 
Minn.; and that the authority herein granted shall be subject 
to such further limitations, restrictions or mod‘fications as the 
Commission may find it necessary to impose in order to insure 
that the service shall be auxiliary or supplementary to train 
service of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pac‘fic and shall not 
unduly restrain competition. 

MC F-222, Buckeye Stages, Inc., purchase, J. H. Anwiller. 
Examiner C. R. Engelhart. Served May 31. Purchase by 

MC F-222, Buckeye Stages, Inc., purchase, J. H. Awwiller. 
$25,000, approved and authorized. 

MC F-269, Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc., purchase, Robert 
Colman, and MC F-282, Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc., purchase, 
J. B. Moore. Examiner Robert R. Hendon. Served May 31. 
Purchase by Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc., of operating rights 
and property of Robert Colman, dba Colman Freight Service, 
and J. B. Moore, dba Moore Truck Line, approved and au- 
thorized. It is provided that the authority herein granted shail 
not be construed to include the right of rendering service from 
or to, or the interchanging of traffic, at any point other than a 
station on the D. & R. G. W., and shall be subject to such 
further limitations or restrictions as the Commision may here- 
after find it necessary to impose in order to insure that the 
service shall be auxiliary or supplementary to the train service 
of the D. & R. G. W. and shall not unduly restrain competition. 

MC 94357, Caesar Costanzo, contract carrier application. 
Joint board 3. Served June 1. Denied for want of prosecution. 
Permit, passengers and their baggage between points in New 
York and New Jersey. 

MC 94356, Irving Rosenblatt, contract carrier application. 
Joint board 3. Served June 1. Denied for want of prosecution. 
Permit, passengers and their baggage between points in New 
York and New Jersey. 

MC 94277, William Rivlin, contract carrier application. 
Joint board 3. Served June 1. Denied for want of prosecution. 
Permit, passengers and their baggage between points in New 
York and New Jersey. 

MC 94215, Abe Schitzer, contract carrier application. Joint 
board 3. Served June 1. Denied for want of prosecution. 
Permit, passengers and their baggage between points in New 
York and New Jersey. 

MC 91877, Niba Shipping, Inc., broker application. Ex- 
aminer T. B. Johnston. Served June 1. Operation of applicant 
consisting of consolidation of shipments for consignees at New 
York, N. Y., found not to be those of a broker. Application 
for brokerage license denied. 

MC 88953, Kam Trucking Co., Inc., contract carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner David Waters. Served June 1. Permit 
granted. Beer and ale, in containers, New York, N. Y., to 
Newark and Red Bank, N. J., and from Newark, N. J., to 
St. George, N. Y., and empty containers in the reverse direc- 
tions. Modified procedure, no hearing. Hearing on request. 

MC 88866, Tatco Trucking Corporation, contract carrier 
application. Examiner E. T. Cosby. Served June 1. Permit 
granted. Display advertising material between New York, 


ee 
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N. Y., on the one hand, and Boston, Mass., Philadelphia, Pa., 
and Washington, D. C., on the other. Modified procedure, no 
hearing. Hearing on request. 

MC 88845, Parcel Delivery Service, Inc., contract carrier 
application. Examiner I. Freidson. Served June 1. Permit 
granted. Packages and parcels of merchandise, between 
specified points in New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey and 
Connecticut. Modified procedure, no hearing. Hearing on 
request. 

MC 88705, Ralph C. Huttich, dba Ralph C. Huttich’s 
Express, contract carrier application. Joint board 255. Served 
June 1. Permit granted. Roofing materials, Philadelphia, Pa., 
to Holly Oak, Del., and Gloucester, N. J. 

MC 88698, Howard Wolchansky, dba Southern Van Co., 
common carrier application. Examiner L. A. Riegel. Served 
June 1. Certificate granted. Household goods and office fix- 
tures, between McGehee, Ark., and points within a radius of 
100 miles thereof, on the one hand, and points in Arkansas, 
Louisiana, Missouri, Mississippi, Oklahoma, Tennessee and 
Texas, on the other. Modified procedure, no hearing. Hearing 
on request. 

MC 88682, J. H. McLucas and William Tittensor, dba 
McLucas and Tittensor, common carrier application. Joint 
board 68. Served June 1. Certificate granted. Used house- 
hold goods, between points in the District of Columbia, on the 
one hand, and points in Maryland and Virginia, on the other. 

MC 88531, Paul F. Eggerss, common carrier application. 
Joint board 138. Served June 1. Denied for want of prosecu- 
tion. Certificate, general commodities between the vicinity of 
Avoca and Shelby, Ia., and Omaha and South Omaha, Neb. 

MC 88130, Capitol Trucking & Forwarding Co., Inc., com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner W. E. Messer. Served 
June 1. Certificate granted. Floor coverings and related com- 
modities from New York, N. Y., to points in Nassau and West- 
chester counties, N. Y., and those in Essex, Bergen, Passaic, 
Union, and Hudson counties, N. J. Modified procedure, no 
hearing. Hearing on request. 

MC 88095, Joseph Glass, common carrier application. Joint 
board 3. Served June 1. Denied for want of prosecution. Cer- 
tificate, passengers and their baggage and express in the 
same vehicle with passengers between points in New York 
over routes through New Jersey. 

MC 88024, Aaron Jacobs, common carrier application. Joint 
board 3. Served June 1. Denied for want of prosecution. Cer- 
tificate, passengers and their baggage between New York City 
and Mountaindale, N. Y., over regular routes passing through 
New Jersey. 

MC 86919, Theodore O. Stauffacher, contract carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 13. Served June 1. Permit denied. Cheese 
between Monroe, Wis., and Dixon, IIl., serving Freeport, IIl., as 
an intermediate point. 

MC 86620, Spielman and Morris, common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner Mack Myers. Served June 1. Certificate 
granted. Coal, Simpson and Carbondale, Pa., to White Sulphur 
Springs and Liberty, N. Y. 

MC 86420, Keith E. Hungerford, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 67. Served June 1. Certificate granted. 
Agricultural commodities, particularly hay and fresh vegetables, 
from La Fayette, N. Y., to Philadelphia, Pa., and Jersey City, 
N. J., and points in Pennsylvania and New Jersey intermediate 
between La Fayette and Philadelphia. 


MC 75830, Sub. No. 1, Inter-City Transport & Motor Co., 
extension of operations. Examiner F. R. Linn. Served June 1. 
Permit granted. Merchandise as is dealt in by retail and chain 
department stores between McKeesport, Pa., on the one hand, 
and Maysville, Ky., and points in Illinois, Ohio and Indiana, 
on the other. 

MC 23151, Federal Cold Storage Co., broker application. 
Joint board 65. Served June 1. Applicant’s operations incidental 
to conduct of general warehouse business at Pittsburgh, Pa., 
— not those of a broker. Application for broker’s license 

enied. 

MC 1501, Sub. No. 1, New England Greyhound Lines, Inc., 
extension of operations—Groton. Joint board 252. Served June 
1. Certificate granted. Passengers and their baggage, and ex- 
press, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers 
between Groton, Conn., and the junction of an unnumbered 
highway and Rhode Island highway 3 south of Hopkinton, R. I., 
over Connecticut Highway 84 to the Connecticut-Rhode Island 
state line, thence over an unnumbered highway to junction 
Rhode Island highway 3, serving Burnett Corner and Old 
Mystic, Conn. 

MC 48772, Stone’s Express, Inc., Boston, Mass., broker ap- 
plication. Joint board 231. Served June 1. License denied. 
General commodities in interstate or foreign commerce. Ap- 
plicant found not to be a broker under the provisions of the 
motor carrier act. 

MC 25017, Sub. No. 1, Lloyd Shay, contract carrier applica- 
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tion; MC 25017, Lloyd Shay, contract carrier applica- 
tion; and MC 25018, Lloyd Shay, common carrier application. 
Examiner T. B. Johnston. Served June 1. Permit granted, 
liquid petroleum products, Bolivar, N. Y., to points in Penn- 
sylvania. Applications in all other respects denied. 

MC 86587, Edward Joseph Ulrich, common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner L. J. Kassel. Served June 1. Certificate denied 
and operations ordered discontinued. General commodities be- 
tween New York, N. Y., on the one hand, and Cleveland, O., 
and Baltimore, Md., on the other. According to the report, 
applicant, refused to comply with a request of a representative 
of the Commission that he furnish information relative to his 
application. Modified procedure, no hearing. Hearing on 
request. 

MC 88969, P. Harvey Rucker, dba Bankers Armored Express 
Co., common carrier application. Examiner Roy L. Burge. 
Served June 2. Granted. Gold, silver, currency, valuable securi- 
ties, jewels, furs and other articles of unusual value, between 
points in Pennsylvania, Maryland, Delaware, New York and 
New Jersey. Modified procedure, no hearing. Hearing on request. 

MC 660, Sub. No. 1, Hoevels Transfer Co., extension of op- 
erations. Joint board 215. Served June 2. Permit granted. 
Packing house products, Little Rock, Ark., to points in Arkansas. 
Modified procedure, no hearing. Hearing on request. 

MC 1657, Sub. No. 1, Dougherty Storage & Van Co., extension 
of operations. Examiner L. J. Kassel. Served June 2. Certificate 
granted. Household goods between Sioux City, Ia., and Omaha, 
Neb., on the one hand, and points in North Dakota, Illinois, Ohio, 
New York, Oklahoma and Wisconsin, on the other. Modified pro- 
cedure, no hearing. Hearing on request. 

MC 2448, A. O. & T. Motor Lines, Inc., common carrier appli- 
cation, and MC 42323, A. O. & T. Motor Lines, Inc., contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 38. Served June 2. Certificate 
granted, general commodities, with exceptions, between Mem- 
phis, Tenn., and Little Rock, Ark., and between Little Rock 
and Ft. Smith, Ark. Application for authority to operate as a 
contract carrier between Memphis and Ft. Smith, over regular 
routes, dismissed on applicant’s request. 

MC 14511, Sub. No. 1, Jas. F. Kendall, dba Helena Bus 
Line, Helena-Oxford extension. Joint board 109. Served June 2. 
Certificate granted. Passengers and their baggage and express, 
mail and newspapers, in the same vehicle with passengers be- 
tween Helena, Ark., and Oxford, Miss. Modified procedure, no 
hearing. Hearing on request. 

MC 32871, Allie Eva Truman, dba E. R. Truman Auto Serv- 
ice, common carrier application. Joint board 5. Served June 2. 
Granted. Charter operations, passengers and their baggage be- 
tween Portland, Ore., and Cascade Locks, Ore., over U. S. high- 
ways 30 and 830, via Multnomah Falls, Ore., and Vancouver, 
Wash., and between Portland, Ore., and a radius of 20 miles of 
Vancouver. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from 
date of service. 

MC 46013, Harold William Stone, common carrier applica- 
tion, and MC 86717, Harold William Stone, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner Paul R. Naefe. Served June 2. Certificate 
granted, general commodities, with exceptions, Gardner, Mass., 
to Albany, Troy, Rensselaer, Schenectady and South Schenec- 
tady, N. Y. Permit denied, new furniture, crated and uncrated, 
Gardner and Baldwinsville, Mass., to points in New Jersey, New 
York and Connecticut. 

MC 48820, John M. Emery, dba Starin New Haven Line, 
New York, N. Y., broker application. Examiner H. P. Boss. 
Served June 2. Dismissed at request of applicant. License, 
general commodities in interstate or foreign commerce. 

MC 69531, O. W. Allen, dba Allied Owners Refrigerator 
Service, common carrier application. Examiner F. R. Linn. 
Served June 2. Certificate denied. Fish, poultry, eggs, butter 
and frozen fruits, from and to points in Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Missouri, Indiana, Kentucky, New Jersey, New York, Rhode 
Island, Connecticut and Massachusetts. According to the report, 
applicant was not in bona fide operation on the grandfather date. 

MC 75316, Central Kentucky Film Service, Inc., common 
carrier application, and Sub. No. 1 thereunder, Same, Owenton 
extension. Joint board 37. Served June 2. Certificate granted, 
films, advertising and supplies, for motion picture theaters, be- 
tween Cincinnati, O., and points in Kentucky, including Owenton. 

MC 89047, Richard Pierce Kelly, dba R. P. Kelly, contract 
carrier application. Examiner L. J. Kassel. Served June 2. Per- 
mit granted. Metal lath, wood fibre and plaster and other 
gypsum products, North Holston, Va., to points in Tennessee, 
West Virginia and North Carolina within 200 miles of North 
Holston. Modified procedure, no hearing. Hearing on request. 

MC 86658, Lester M. Shultis, dba Shultis Motor Lines, con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner M. Myers. Served June 2. 
Granted. Cement, lime, and building materials between Rosen- 
dale, N. Y., and points in New Jersey, Connecticut and Mass- 
achusetts within 150 miles of Rosendale. 

MC 67658, Charles H. Cooper, dba Cooper’s Tours & Travel 
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Service, Indianapolis, Ind., broker application. Joint board 72. 
Served June 2. License granted, passengers between Indian- 
apolis, Ind., on the one hand, and all other points in the United 
States, on the other. Operation by applicant as a broker of trans- 


portation of passengers by casual or occasional carriers found 
unlawful. 


PRICE TOO HIGH 


The Commission, by division 5, in MC F-89, Eugene H. 
Kendall, control Asbury Transportation Co. of .Oregon, Inc., 
has denied the application on the ground that there was nothing 
in the record to warrant the belief that future earnings of 
Asbury would enable the applicant to make the required pay- 
ments stipulated in the sale agreement. It said that that was 
particularly so in view of a rehabilitation program which 
would require an additional expenditure over a period of 
approximately one and one-half years. The Commission, in 
support of that cited its decision in MC F-91, Pacific Freight 
Lines-Purchase-McClain, 5 M. C. C., decided April 22, 1938. 

Kendall sought authority to acquire control of Asbury 
Transportation Co. of Oregon, Inc., office at Los Angeles, 
Calif., and Asbury Service Stations, Inc., through purchase of 
their capital stock for $350,000. The application, the report 
said, was unopposed. 

Applicant, according to the report, own 86 per cent of the 
stock, and is president and director of Arrow Transportation 
Co., of Delaware, with principal office at Richmond Highlands, 
Wash. In March, said the report, Arrow was given a cer- 
tificate under the grandfather clause authorizing operation as 
a common carrier of liquid petroleum products in Washington, 
Oregon and Idaho. Asbury, according to the report, also 
operates as a petroleum carrier in the states in which Arrow 
operates. 

The Commission said it was not apparent wherein acquisi- 
tion of Asbury Service Stations, Inc., was a matter over which 
it had authority under section 213. It said its findings were 
not to be construed as assuming jurisdiction over that aspect 
of the transaction. 

The contract, the report said, provided that the purchase 
price was to be paid in monthly installments of $5,000 or more 
with interest at five and one-half per cent, the entire amount 
to be paid within five years. 

According to the report, the principal question was whether, 
considering the physical property and intangible assets to be 
acquired, in conjunction with the past and prospective earnings, 
the proposed expenditure was justified. Income statements of 
Asbury for 1935 and the first six months of 1936, the report 
said, showed deficits of $1,040 and $13,860, respectively, after 
deductions for depreciation on the basis of a 4-year life for 
trucks, tractors and service cars, and a 5-year life for trailers. 
On a revised basis for depreciation of six years and ten years, 
respectively, approved by the Bureau of Internal Revenue, the 
income statements, the report said, would show net income of 
$2,834 and a deficit of $6,260, respectively. 

Under the terms of the contract, said the report, applicant 
would be required to make average yearly payments of $70,000, 
plus five and one-half per cent on unpaid balances. Operations 
of Asbury had not been prosperous, it added, and applicant’s 
earnings from Arrow were insufficient to warrant assumption 
of this burden. 


YARDAGE CHARGES AT CHICAGO 


In Docket 27862, Swift and Company et al. vs. Alton et al., 
hearing in which was begun before Examiner Carter at Chi- 
cago May 31, the complainants ask the Commission to direct 
carriers bringing live stock into Chicago, shipped by and con- 
signed to Swift and Company, Omaha Packing Company and 
the G. H. Hammond Company, to deliver such shipments direct 
to the consignees and not to the Union Stock Yards and Tran- 
sit Company. The significance in the request lay in the fact 
that, as testified by complaining witnesses, when the live stock 
was delivered to the stock yards company, it was moved out 
of the unloading pens to storage pens, regardless of whether 
or not the consignees desired to take immediate delivery, and a 
yardage charge assessed on it. 

The yardage charge, which complainants said was nothing 
more than a storage charge and defendants claimed was merely 
a charge for the use of the stock yards facilities, was as- 
sessed under a tariff on file with the Secretary of Agriculture, 
on the basis of 45 cents for each head of cattle; 25 cents for 
each calf; 15 cents for each hog, and 10 cents for each sheep 
or goat. 

Except for techincal testimony about the geographic extent 
of the property of the stockyards and its facilities, the bulk 
of the complaining testimony was put in by G. F. Talley, as- 
sistant to the traffic manager, Swift and Company. He de- 
scribed the shipments involved as “direct shipments,” or ship- 
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ments of live stock in which consignor and consignee was the 
same party, received at the Chicago stock yards for disposal 
at the plants of the complainants and not for resales. He en- 
tered as an exhibit a voluminous file of correspondence be- 
tween the complainants, on the one hand, and the line-haul 
carriers and the stock yards company, on the other, which was 
intended to prove that the practice of the railroads in turning 
over the property of the complainants to the stock yards com- 
pany instead of directly to its owners was, in fact, a conver- 
sion of such property. The letters indicated that the protests 
of the complainants against the yardage charge culminated in 
a letter sent to the railroads and the yards company on May 
25, 1933, in which the railroads were notified that any future 
delivery of direct shipments of live stock to any other party 
than the consignee, especially to agents of the yards company 
as agents for the consignees, would be considered such conver- 


sion and that yardage charges thenceforward would be paid 
under protest. 


In addition to the order sought from the Commission de- 
claring the transportation service not complete under the line 
haul rates until the shipments were turned over to the con- 
signees, the complaint asked for reparation in the amount of 
the yardage charges collected within the statutory period. No 
one was willing to estimate as to how large a sum was involved 
in that way, but it was admitted to be “very large,” and the 
sum specifically mentioned in the complaint collected from the 
packing companies involved therein in the statutory period was 
$17,500. 

The hearing was replete with discussions by the examiner 
and the attorneys. Ross D. Rynder represented the complain- 
ants and Douglas F. Smith, Jr., the defendants. Paul Blanchard 
intervened for Armour and Company, but added that he had 
already filed a petition for an injunction against the yards 
company and a suit for damages in the amount of the charges 
collected from his company in the Cook County court. 

One of the chief differences of opinion between the law- 
yers was as to whether the dispute ought not properly to be in 
the courts instead of before the Commission. Mr. Smith pointed 
out that the Commission had no jurisdiction over charges as- 
sessed under tariffs not on file with it. Mr. Rynder retorted 
that there was here no quarrel about the reasonableness of 
any rate. 


“We are not seeking the determination of the reasonable- 
ness of a charge for a service which we do not want,” he said. 
He contended that the question to be resolved was whether or 
not the transportation service under the live stock contract 
was complete until the shipments had been delivered into the 
hands of the consignee and that, he insisted, was clearly a 
function of the Commission under the act. 

There was considerable discussion as to whether, under 
the contract, the railroads would be fulfilling their transporta- 
tion duties by tendering the shipments to the consignees at a 
public team track. Mr. Rynder would not say directly whether 
or not that would be satisfactory to the complainants, but he 
added that, having insisted in their letter of May 25, 1933, that 
the present method of delivery was not satisfactory, the rail- 
roads had proposed no alternative for the consignees either to 
accept or reject. 


Defense testimony had not been reached by the end of the 
sessions of June 2. It was not considered likely that the hear- 
ing would come to a close before the end of the week. 


GEORGIA CLASS RATES FREED 


The Commission, by order in No. 26699, class rates within 
the state of Georgia, has vacated its order of July 5, 1935, and 
thereby freed Georgia class rates from federal control. In 
the order that has been vacated, railroads in Georgia were re- 
quired to maintain for the transportation of class traffic in 
intrastate commerce within Georgia rates not lower than the 
class rates in the interstate distance scale maintained by them 
for the transportation of the same classes of traffic in inter- 
state commerce between points in southern territory. 

In connection with this vacation of its order, the Commis- 
sion pointed out that the Georgia commission had vacated and 
set aside its order which required the railroads to maintain 
certain reduced rates and had requested the federal body to 
vacate its order of July 5, 1935. 


D. & R. G. W. REORGANIZATION 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 11002, has 
amended its order of February 23, making an allowance for 
expenses to July 3, 1937, of $14,421.21, so as to cover $807.47 
additional expenses not then of record. It denied that part of 
the debtor’s petition for an allowance of $2,000 as maximum 
for expenses incurred or to be incurred after July 31, 1937. 


———————$—$_—_$_——————$ 


June 4, 1938 





Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1938, by West Publishing Co.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 


(Supreme Court of Colorado.) The Public Utilities Com- 
mission is clothed with general power to regulate and control 
motor carriers for hire within the state. (Public Utilities 
Commission vs. Weicker Transp. Co., 78 Pac. Rep. (2d) 633.) 

The courts will not interfere with administrative rulings 
of the Public Utilities Commission when they are just and 
reasonable.—Ibid. 

The procedure before the Public Utilities Commission 
should not be tested by the technical rules of pleading.—Ibid. 

In determining whether Public Utilities Commission had 
authority on its own motion to clarify a permit issued to a 
private motor carrier to transport freight for hire between 
Denver and Colorado-Wyoming line via a certain highway, 
Supreme Court could judicially notice the fact that there was 
no terminal on the Colorado-Wyoming state line on the rouie 
over which the carrier was to operate so that the terminal 
had to be some other intermediate point.—Ibid. 

Where intermediate points were not mentioned in private 
motor carrier’s application or in his permit to operate be- 
tween designated termini, the Public Utilities Commission 
could consider the acceptance of the private carrier’s reports 
and fees on his intermediate service in arriving at the com- 
mission’s final recognition of the right which the carrier 
claimed had existed from the beginning to serve the inter- 
mediate points. ’35 C. S. A., c. 16, Sec. 348; c. 137, Sec. 49; 
Laws 1931, p. 465. 

It is common knowledge that the trucking business has 
been in high state of confusion in recent years.—Ibid. 

Where intermediate points were not mentioned in private 
motor carrier’s application for permit to operate between desig- 
nated termini or in his permit, but Public Service Commission 
had acquiesced in the carrier’s conduct in serving the interme- 
diate points by accepting the carrier’s reports and fees on the 
intermediate service, the Public Utilities Commission had au- 
thority to clarify the permit so as to expressly include the 
intermediate points on the carrier’s route. '35 C. S. A., c. 16, 
Secs. 348, 350; c. 137, Sec. 49; Laws 1931, p. 465.—Ibid. 

A writ of certiorari does not issue as a matter of right but 
only on good cause shown.—Ibid. 

The burden of showing impropriety or illegality on part of 
Public Utilities Commission in enlarging or clarifying permit 
to transport freight for hire issued to private motor carrier 
is on one asserting it.—Ibid. 





(Court of Appeals of Alabama.) A defendant against 
whom a judgment was rendered, but who did not appeal, was 
not a party to any appeal by other defendant. (Motor Ter- 
minal & Transportation Co. vs. Simmons, 180 Sou. Rep. 597.) 

Under court rule, a statement of fact which is taken from 
appellant’s brief and which is not challenged by the appellee 
will be taken as accurate and sufficient for decision. Supreme 
Court Rule, rule 10.—Ibid. 

All inference which could be drawn from the facts were 
allowed in considering the statement of facts as taken from 
appellant’s brief which was not challenged by appellee.—lIbid. 

A transportation company which contracted with con- 
signor to deliver merchandise to end of transportation com- 
pany’s line would be liable as initial carrier for proper de- 
livery of merchandise to ultimate destination through any 
agency which it might select at the terminus of its line, but 
the contract would not render company liable for personal 
injuries caused by the agency to which the merchandise was 
delivered.—Ibid. 

The relationship of master and servant upon which lia- 
bility of the master for the negligence of the servant may be 
based on the doctrine of respondent superior is determined 
primarily by whether the master has the right to control the 
manner of doing the work.—Ibid. 

Where there is neither express nor implied authority 
given a servant to employ another or a subsequent ratifica- 
tion of such employment, the relation of master and servant 
between master and one so employed does not exist, and mas- 
ter is not liable for negligent acts of the latter under the doc- 
trine of respondent superior.—Ibid. 
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A master is not liable for the acts of his servant under the 
doctrine of respondent superior unless he has the right to 
select the alleged servants, accompanied by a right and duty 
to control them.—Ibid. 

A transportation company which hauled certain merchan- 
dise to the end of its line where it placed the merchandise in 
a warehouse for transportation to ultimate destination by some 
other agency was not liable for death of miner who was struck 
by a truck not owned by the company and operated by a driver 
who had been picked by company’s agent to haul the merchan- 
dise to its ultimate destination, in absence of evidence that 
agent had any authority to employ driver, or that company 
had any control over truck at time accident occurred.—lIbid. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many schedules 
not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in The 
Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. No. 4492, the Commission has suspended from 
June 1, 1938, until January 1, 1939, the operation of certain 
schedules as published in supplements Nos. 11 and 12 to Agent 
W. S. Curlett’s tariff I. C. C. No. A-549, supplement No. 111 
to Agent B. T. Jones’ tariff I. C. C. No. 2550, Supplement No. 
53 to Agent L. E. Kipp’s tariff I. C. C. No. A-2592, and other 
tariffs. The suspended schedules propose to revise the rates 
on dairy products, in straight or mixed carloads, within western 
trunk line territory, and between points in western trunk line 
territory, on the one hand, and points in official territory, on 
the other, which would result in increases and reductions. 

In I. and S. No. 4493, the Commission has suspended from 
June 1, 1938, until January 1, 1939, the operation of certain 
schedules as published in supplement No. 5 to Agent B. T. 
Jones’ tariff I. C. C. No. 3098, and certain other tariffs. The 
suspended schedules propose to restrict the intermediate rule 
so that it will not apply in connection with the class rates from 
points in central territory to Lexington and Winchester, Ky., 
on the Chesapeake & Ohio Railway. 

In I. and S. No. 4494, the Commission has suspended from 
June 1, 1938, until January 1, 1939, the operation of certain 
schedules as published in supplement No. 47 to Agent W. S. 
Curlett’s tariff I. C. C. No. A-540, supplement No. 70 to Agent 
B. T. Jones’ tariff I. C. C. No. 2989, and other tariffs. The 
suspended schedules propose to reduce the rating on cigarettes, 
cigars and manufactured tobacco, in less-than-carloads, from 
first-class to second-class, between points in Official Classifica- 
tion territory, to meet motor-truck competition. 

In I. and S. No. 4495, the Commission has suspended from 
June 1, 1938, until January 1, 1939, the operation of certain 
schedules as published in supplement No. 67 to Agent L. E. 
Kipp’s tariff I. C. C. No. A-2442, supplement No. 19 to Agent 
J. R. Peel’s tariff I. C. C. No. 2893, and other tariffs. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to increase the rates on potatoes 
and onions, in carloads, between points in western trunk line 
territory, from points in western trunk line territory and inter- 
mountain states to points in southwestern territory, and from 
points in intermountain states to points in western trunk line 
territory. The following is illustrative, rates in cents a 100 
pounds—potatoes: 


From Nampa, Idaho, to Chicago, IIll., present rate 77, proposed 
rate 81; from Nampa, Idaho, to Wichita Falls, Tex., present rate 79, 
proposed rate 86; from Fargo, N. Dak., to St. Louis, Mo., present rate, 
43, proposed rate 47. 


In I. and S. No. M-362, the Commission has suspended 
from June 1 until August 30, the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 54 to joint tariff M. F. I. C. C. 
No. 88 of Agent W. M. Miller and M. F. I. C. C. No. 74 of 
Agent D. T. Waring. The suspended schedules propose to es- 
tablish new commodity rates on phenol and liquid bakelite in 
mixed truckload lots with each other and either or both in 
mixed truckload lots with toluol and/or formaldehyle from 
Garfield, Garwood and New Brunswick, N. J., and Philadelphia, 
Pa., to Hartsville, S. C. The following is illustrative, phenol 
and liquid bakelite, in mixed volume lots, and phenol and/or 
liquid bakelite, in mixed volume lots with toluol and/or for- 
maldehyle: From Philadelphia, Pa., to Hartsville, S. C., pres- 
ent, 114, minimum weight 15,000 pounds; proposed, 77, min- 
imum weight 20,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. No. M-363, the Commission has suspended 
from June 1 until August 30, the operation of certain sched- 
ules as published in supplement No. 1 to tariff M. F. I. C. C. 
No. 3, of C. W. Shaw, dba Shaw Truck Lines, Batesville, Ark., 
and tariff M. F. I. C. C. 16, and supplement No. 1 of Agent 
A. E. O’Hara, St. Louis, Mo. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish reduced class rates between Memphis, Tenn., and 
Little Rock, Ark. The following is illustrative, in cents a 100 
pounds: 
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Present, class 1, 65; class 2, 55; class 3, 46; class 4, 36. Proposed, 
class 1, 55; class 2, 47; class 3, 39; class 4, 30. 


In I. and S. No. M-364, the Commission has suspended 
from June 1 until August 30, the operation of certain sched- 
ules as published in tariff M. F. I. C. C. No. 3 of Harry E. 
Herman, dba Harry E. Herman Trucking Co., Windsor, Pa. 
The suspended schedules propose to establish a new rate of 34 
cents a 100 pounds on wire cloth, other than iron or steel, 
minimum weight 20,000 pounds, from York, Pa., to Suffolk. 
Va. There are no present rates in effect via this carrier. 

In I. and S. No. M-360 the Commission has suspended from 
May 28 until August 26 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement 20 to Tariff MF I. C. C. No. 55 of 
Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc., Chicago, Ill. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish a reduced commodity of 65 
cents a 100 pounds on automobile parts, viz.: pistons or 
piston castings, other than iron or steel, minimum weight 20,000 
pounds, from St. Louis, Mo., to Detroit, Mich.; in lieu of 
the present rate of 72 cents. 

In I. and S. No. 361 the Commission has suspended from 
May 28 until August 26 the operation of certain schedules con- 
tained in Tariff MF I. C. C. No. 50 of Agent T. D. Pratt. 
The suspended schedules propose to establish reduced any- 
quantity commodity rates on bread-making compound and 
yeast from Peekskill, N. Y., to Springfield, Mass., Bridgeport, 
Hartford and New Haven, Conn.; and on alcoholic liquors from 
Peekskill, N. Y., to Newark, N. J., Hartford and New Haven, 
Conn.; also reduced truckload and less-truckload proportional 
commodity rates on alcoholic liquor from New York, N. Y., and 
adjacent points, to Peekskill, N. Y. An illustrative proposal 
is to reduce by 6 cents the present rates of 37 and 46 cents a 
hundred pounds to Bridgeport, Conn., and Springfield, Mass., 
— on the bread making compound from Peekskill, 


In I. and S. No. M-366, the Commission has suspended 
from June 3 until September 1, the operation of certain sched- 
ules as published in Supplement 14 to tariff MF-I. C. C. 2 of 
Agent D. C. Stone. The suspended schedules propose to estab- 
lish reduced commodity rates on pianos, minimum weight 5,000 
pounds, from Cincinnati, O., Chicago, Ill., and points grouped 
therewith, and St. Louis, Mo., and points grouped therewith, 
to Denver, Colo.; and on electric circuit breakers or switches, 
less-truckload, from Detroit, Mich., to Denver, Colo.; also new 
reduced exceptions ratings of second class, less-truckload and 
column 45, truckload (minimum weight 10,000 pounds), on 
cadmium, metallic, oxide, sulphide from western points to east- 
ern, central and southeastern points; and of fourth class, less- 
truckload, on metal hose clamps, between western points and 
eastern, central and southeastern points. An illustrative pro- 
posal is to reduce the present $2.20 class rate on electric circuit 
breakers or switches, less-truckload from Detroit, Mich., to 
Denver, Colo., to $1.75 a hundred pounds. 

In I. and S. No. M-365, the Commission has suspended from 
June 2 until August 31 the operation of certain schedules con- 
tained in Tariff MF-I. C. C. 1 of Adolph Haugen, Crookston, 
Minn. The suspended schedules proposed to establish a reduced 
any-quantity rate on petroleum and petroleum products from 
Fargo, N. D., to Crookston, Minn.; reduced less-truckload rates 
on farm machinery, K. D., and tractors; also reduced any- 
quantity commodity rates on feed and “all other commodities” 
between Fargo, N. D., on the one hand and Crookston, Minn., 
on the other hand. An illustrative proposal is to reduce the 
present any-quantity rate of 32 cents a hundred pounds on 
feed between Fargo, N. D., and Crookston, Minn., to a less- 
truckload rate of 16 cents. 


FLOYDADA GATEWAY CASE 


The Santa Fe and other defendants in No. 26070, Quanah, 
Acme & Pacific vs. A. T. & S. F. et al., also known as the 
Floydada gateway case, have asked the Commission to elim- 
inate from its report and order all findings as to the establish- 
ment of through routes and joint rates between points on the 
Santa Fe system line in the panhandle of Texas and points 
north and east of Red River, Tex., on traffic destined to points 
on the line of the Missouri Pacific in Arkansas; to modify the 
order so far as through routes and joint rates on transconti- 
nental traffic are concerned so that the order will become 
effective on ten days’ notice instead of 30 days’ notice as now 
required. 

According to the petition, Charles Sommer, president of the 
Quanah, Acme & Pacific, has advised that he is willing that the 
Commission’s report and order be modified so as to eliminate 
therefrom all findings relative to joint rates to points on the 
Santa Fe system lines in West Texas to destinations on the 
Missouri Pacific in Arkansas. The petition shows there is 
agreement between the defendants and the complainant and 
that both favor the eliminations mentioned. 
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The defendants say that in the event the petition is denied, 
they ask reargument on the present record of the entire case 
as requested in a petition dated March 21. 


ALL-COMMODITY RATES ARGUMENT 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The entire Commission, June 2, listened to arguments for 
and against all-commodity rates established by railroads to 
meet, as they contended, motor vehicle rates. The cases un- 
der consideration were No. 27837, Middle Atlantic States Motor 
Carrier Conference vs. Central Railroad Co. of New Jersey 
et al.; I. and S. No. 4315, all-freight, Chicago and St. Louis to 
Birmingham, and I. and S. No. 4395, all freight between Boston 
& Maine Railroad points. The two cases last mentioned were 
reopened. 

Motor interests contended that the all-commodity or all- 
freight rates which had been approved by the Commission in 
the suspension proceedings, prevented the trucking industry 
raising rates under ex Parte 123 to the extent that the Com- 
mission by its decision had contemplated, because such rates 
made it impossible for the railroads to obtain the entire bene- 
fit the Commission intended to confer. For illustration, Charles 
E. Cotterill, speaking for the complainant in the formal docket 
case, asserted that these all-commodity or all-freight tariffs 
had made it impossible for the railroads to realize up to this 
time more than one-half of the revenue allowed by the Com- 
mission in Ex Parte 123. He said it was hoped to end the 
truck-competitive rates maintained by the railroads on June 
30, but that it had been impossible on account of these “per-car”’ 
rates, insisted upon, as he said, by certain groups of railroads. 

Commissioner Eastman asked if the railroads could make 
a profit on such rates why they should be not permitted. Mr. 
Cotterill said that if they were permitted to continue it would 
be necessary to make over the whole rate structure of the 
country and relocate industries. Mr. Cotterill assented to a 
suggestion by Commissioner Eastman that the end would be 
that the railroads would haul what would be profitable to them 
and _ the trucks would haul that on which they could make 
a profit. 

Either these rates would have to come out, said Mr. Cot- 
terill, or there could be no increase in truck rates such as nec- 
essary to put the trucks in better financial condition. 

A general railroad view, except the southeastern railroads, 
was presented by Elmer A. Smith of the Illinois Central, ap- 
pearing for the respondents in I. and S. No. 4315. 

There was no evidence of record by the motor carriers in 
this case, said he, that these rates would have any damaging 
effect whatever on them or their revenue or their traffic. The 
Commission, he said, was asked to deal fairly between the rail- 
roals and the trucks in a case involving railroad rates without 
any evidence touching the pertinent questions from the truck- 
ers. What they were seeking, said he, was just what they 
were seeking to do in other cases involving the same question, 
and that is to wring from the Commission a construction of 
a declaration of policy in the motor carrier act that will pre- 
vent the railroads reducing rates to meet competition when 
they feel that through reductions in their rates they can in- 
crease their net revenue. The southeastern railroads did not 
join with those for whom Mr. Smith was speaking. 

Assignments of time for a discussion of the cases to others 
than Messrs. Cotterill and Smith were made to Edgar Watkins, 
Jr., Southern Motor Rate Conference; Henry Thurtell, southern 
territory rail carriers; R. H. Cahouet, New England Motor 
Rate Bureau; J. N. Beall, American Trucking Associations, 
Inc.; George C. Doering, the defendants in the formal docket, 
and W. A. Cole, Boston & Maine. 


COLORED PASSENGER ACCOMMODATIONS 


The complainant in No. 27844, Arthur W. Mitchell vs. 
Trustees of the Rock Island et al., in exceptions to the report 
proposed by Examiner W. A. Disque, asserts that Disque’s con- 
clusions and recommendations are indefensible and should be 
stricken from the report. The exceptions filed in behalf of 
the representative in Congress from Chicago expresses the 
belief that a mere reading of the evidence will clearly dem- 
onstrate that the recommendation that the complaint be dis- 
missed is contrary to the undisputed and uncontradicted evi- 
dence in the record. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 
The Bessemer & Lake Erie; Lehigh Valley; Illinois Central 
System; New Orleans & Northeastern; Atchison, Topeko & 
Santa Fe, and Pennsylvania have filed applications with the 
Commission for approval of proposed modification of signal 
systems or devices under paragraph (b), section 26, of the in- 
terstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing 
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— advise the Commission in writing within 15 days from 
June 2. 

The New York Central; Southern Pacific; and Pennsyl- 
vania have filed applications with the Commission for approval 
of proposed modification of signal systems or devices under 
paragraph (b) section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any 
interested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission 
in writing within 15 days from May 27. 


DENVER STOCKYARD CHARGES 


In an opinion by Justice Butler in No. 798, Denver Union 
Stock Yard Co., appellant, vs. United States and Secretary of 
Agriculture, the Supreme Court of the United States, May 31, 
upheld an order of the Secretary of Agriculture prescribing 
maximum rates to be charged by appellant for services ren- 
dered by it. The district court for the district of Colorado, 
which dismissed appellant’s bill attacking the order, was 
affirmed. 





U. I. C. LABOR STATUS 

The Supreme Court of the United States will review the 
decision of the U. S. Circuit Court of Appeals, tenth circuit, 
upholding a district court’s decision finding against a decision 
of the Commission that the Utah Idaho Central Railroad Com- 
pany was not an electric interurban railway exempted from the 
railway labor act. It has granted a petition for a writ of 
certiorari in No. 984, Dan B. Shields, individually and as U. S. 
attorney for the district of Utah, and the Commission, peti- 
tioners, vs. Utah Idaho Central Railroad Company. The dis- 
trict court tried de novo the question whether the carrier was 
exempted and reached the conclusion that the finding of the 
Commission was contrary to law. The petitioners contended 
the circuit court erred in failing to hold determination by the 
Commission was conclusive and binding on the court unless 
arbitrary or capricious and that the district court erroneously 
admitted evidence not included in the hearing before the Com- 
mission. 


M. P. REORGANIZATION 

On reconsideration, the Commission, by division 4, in 
Finance No. 9918, Missouri Pacific reorganization, has increased 
the compensation of Roscoe Anderson, special counsel for the 
trustee of that carrier, for legal services rendered between 
March 12, 1937, and March 21, 1938, from $2,000 to $3,500. In 
his request for reconsideration, Mr. Anderson said that in his 
opinion his services were of a value of at least $7,500. He 
said that the amount of compensation fixed in the prior report, 
224 I. C. C. 569, $2,000, would scarcely compensate his law 
firm for the overhead expense incurred in the performance of 
the service. That overhead, he said, amounted to $2,000 a 
month. The Commission in fixing the allowance at $3,500 said 
that that sum was to cover all office and other overhead expense 
which should be provided for in connection with such services. 


NEW YORK CENTRAL ABANDONMENT 


Examiner J. S. Prichard, in Finance No. 11870, New York 
Central abandonment, has proposed that the Commission au- 
thorize abandonment of that part of the New York Central’s 
branch line, extending from’ Caledonia to Holcomb, N. Y., a 
distance of approximately 23.2 miles. He has recommended 
that the Commission find that present and future public con- 
venience and necessity have not been shown to permit abandon- 
ment of that part of the branch extending easterly from 
Holcomb to Canandaigua, N. Y., a distance of approximately 
10 miles. 

Testimony for the applicant, the report said, was that 
owing to the general economic depression and decline in traffic, 
the branch had not been maintained to a normal standard in 
the past seven years; that it would require $57,300 to overcome 
the deferred maintenance; and that the New York commission 
had ordered the construction of a highway bridge over the 
branch at Ionia at an estimated cost of $38,600, which would 
be divided equally between the applicant and the state. As 
figured by the applicant, the branch was operated at an aver- 
age annual loss of $19,756 in the past six years. The invest- 
ment cost of the branch was shown as $1,110,378 and _ net 
salvage value as $76,076. 





NEW HAVEN ICE CHARGES 

The trustees of the New Haven in No. 20769, charges for 
protective service to perishable freight, have asked the Com- 
mission in the event of a restoration of the ice charges pre- 
scribed in the order of June 2, 1936, in this issue, 215 I. C. C. 
684, for application under section 4 of the perishable protective 
tariff, to modify that order so that there may be an equaliza- 
tion of charges for ice placed in bunkers or refrigerator cars 
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of export and import traffic at the ports of Providence, R. L., 
and New Bedford and Fall River, Mass., with charges for 
similar service at New York City. 

The Commission’s order prescribed $6.35 a ton to be 
charged for ice at Fall River, New Bedford and Providence, 
and $4.55 at New York City. The New Haven trustees said 
there was keen competition between the ports of Providence, 
Fall River and New Bedford and New York City and Boston 
for import and export tonnage. They said that it would be 
prejudicial to the interests of Providence, Fall River and New 
Bedford if the parity of the icing charges which existed prior 
to September 10, 1936, were disturbed by the restoration of the 
order of June 2, 1936, and in its original form. By reasons of 
changes that took place after the order was originally issued 
there was a parity which would be broken, according to the 
petition, if the original requirement were reinstated. 


AIR EXPRESS INCREASE 


Air express shipments in April, 1938, were 7 per cent 
above those in the same month of 1937, according to an an- 
nouncement by the Railway Express Agency. The total number 
of shipments in April, 1938, was 56,157. 


AIR TRANSPORT REGULATION 


House conferees on the Civil Aeronautics Authority bill 
appointed to confer with the Senate conferees on the measure 
were: Chairman Lea, of the House committee on interstate and 
foreign commerce; and Representatives Crosser, Bulwinkle, 
Eicher, Holmes and Wadsworth. 


MAIL CONTRACT AWARDS 


Second Assistant Postmaster General Harllee Branch has 
announced awards of contracts to the lowest bidders on three 
recently advertised new air mail routes as follows: 


From Phoenix, Arizona, to Las Vegas, Nevada, via Prescott and 
Kingman, Arizona, and such other intermediate points as may be 
designated later by the Postmaster General—a distance of approxi- 
mately 274 miles; Transcontinental & Western Air, Inc., Kansas City, 
Missouri; 31 cents per mile. 

From Jacksonville, Florida, to New Orleans, Louisiana, via Talla- 
hassee, Marianna, and Pensacola, Florida, Mobile, Alabama, and Gulf- 
port, Mississippi, and such other intermediate points as may be des- 
ignated later by the Postmaster General—a distance of approximately 
531 miles; National Airlines, Inc., St. Petersburg, Florida; 19% cents 
per mile. 

From Tampa, Florida, to Tallahassee, Florida, and from Talla- 
hassee, Florida, to Memphis, Tennessee, via Dothan, Montgomery, 
Birmingham, and Florence-Sheffield-Tuscumbia, Alabama, and from 
Tallahassee, Florida, to Atlanta, Georgia, via Albany, Georgia, and 
such other intermediate points as may be designated later by the 
Postmaster General—a distance of approximately 948 miles; Eastern 
Air Lines, Inc., New York, N. Y., 17 cents per mile. 


AIR MAIL COMPENSATION 


Examiner F. A. Law, Jr., in air mail docket No. 35, Bos- 
ton-Maine Airways, Inc., base rate mileage, said the Commission 
should find that its order of March 11, 1935, in Air-Mail Com- 
pensation, 206 I. C. C. 675, did not establish rates for the 
carriage of air mail over extensions of air mail routes. He 
has recommended that that order be modified to encompass 
such service at fair and reasonable rates on air mail route 
No. 27. He said that the Commission should find that for the 
future the fair and reasonable rate over route No. 27, as now 
extended, would be a base rate of 3344 cents an airplane mile 
for a base mileage of 38,500. 

In a complaint, Boston-Maine Airways, Inc., a contractor 
by succession in interest, for the transportation of air mail 
over air mail route No. 27, alleged that the extensions to that 
route approved by the Postmaster General had so increased 
its length that the base mileage named for the route by the 
Commission in Air-Mail Compensation, supra, was no longer 
substantially the monthly equivalent of one daily round trip 
over the entire route. 

Route No. 27, said the report, was “V” shaped, extending 
at the time of the decision cited from Boston, Mass., to Bangor, 
Me., and from Boston to Burlington, Vt. In August, 1937, 
according to the report, the route was extended from Bangor 
to Caribou, with intermediate stops at Millinocket, Houlton and 
Presque Isle, all in Maine. A little later it was extended from 
Burlington, Vt., to Montreal, Canada. Thus, said the report, 
the route was increased in length from slightly over 400 miles 
to a maximum of approximately 650 miles. 


The abstracts of tariff filings, rejections, suspen- 
sions, etc., as printed in each issue of THE DAILY 
TRAFFIC WORLD enable subscribers always to be 
sure their tariff files are up-to-date. 
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RAILWAY EARNINGS 


Class I railroads of the United States in the first four 
months of 1938 had a net railway operating income of $28,- 
791,805, which was at the annual rate of return of 0.44 per 
cent on their property investment, according to reports filed 
by the carriers with the Bureau of Railway Economics of the 
Association of American Railroads. 

In the first four months of 1937 their net railway operating 
income was $195,872,531 or 3.01 per cent on their property 
investment, and in the first four months of 1930, their net 
railway operating income was $233,942,444 or 3.51 per cent on 
property investment, according to the association’s statement, 
which continues as follows: 


Property investment is the value of road and equipment as shown 
by the books of the railways including materials, supplies and cash. 
The net railway operating income is what is left after the payment 
of operating expenses, taxes and equipment rentals but before interest 
and other fixed charges are paid. 

This compilation as to earnings for the first four months of 1937 
is based on report from 137 Class I railroads representing a total of 
234,853 miles. 

Gross operating revenues for the first four months of 1938 totaled 
$1,081,603,138 compared with $1,382,679,318 for the same period in 1937, 
and $1,761,623,106 for the same period in 1930, a decrease of 21.8 per 
cent below 1937, and 38.6 per cent below 1930. Operating expenses 
for the first four months of 1938 amounted to $896,657,111 compared 
with $1,025,822,771 for the same period in 1937, and $1,370,341,285 for 
the same period in 1930. Operating expenses for the first four months 
of 1938 were 12.6 per cent less than in the same period of 1937, and 
34.6 per cent below 1930. 

Class I railroads in the first four months of 1938 paid $112,797,179 
in taxes compared with $117,769,049 in the same period in 1937, and 
$116,253,004 in the same period in 1930. For the month of April alone, 
the tax bill of the Class I railroads amounted to $28,204,678, a decrease 
of $1,994,136 or 6.6 per cent below April, 1937. 

65 Class I railroads failed to earn expenses and taxes in the first 
four months of 1938, of which 25 were in the Eastern District, 9 in 
the Southern District and 31 in the Western District. 

Class I railroads in April had an operating income of $9,236,818 or 
0.54 per cent on investment. In April, 1937, their net railway operating 
income was $48,357,724 or 2.86 per cent on investment, and in April, 
1930, was $60,882,332 or 3.61 per cent return on investment. 

Gross operating revenues for the month of April amounted to 
$268,268,919 compared with $351,506,719 in April, 1937, and $445,523,063 
in April, 1930. Operating expenses in April totaled $219,543,059 com- 
pared with $261,949,013 in the same month in 1937, and $344,194,247 in 
April, 1930. 

Eastern District 


Class I railroads in the Eastern District for the first four months 
in 1938 had a net railway operating income of $22,917,639, which was 
at the annual rate of return of 0.65 per cent on their property invest- 
ment. For the same period in 1937, their net railway operating income 
was $127,110,460 or 3.64 per cent on their property investment while 
in 1930 it was $134,459,050 or 4.18 per cent on their property investment. 
Gross operating revenues of the Class I railroads in the Eastern District 
for the first four months in 1938 totaled $516,804,807, a decrease of 
27.1 per cent compared with 1937, and a decrease of 41.8 per cent com- 
pared with 1930. Operating expenses totaled $419,218,143, a decerase 
of 16.7 per cent below the same period in 1937, and a decrease of 38.3 
per cent under the first four months of 1930. 

Class I railroads in the Eastern District for the month of April 
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had a net railway operating income of $7,518,272 compared with $32,- 
234,708 in April, 1937, and $37,110,656 in April, 1930. 


Southern District 


Class I railroads in the Southern District for the first four months 
of 1938 had a net railway operating income of $14,909,451, which was 
at the annual rate of return of 1.34 per cent on their property invest- 
ment. For the same period in 1937, their net railway operating income 
amounted to $30,472,437, which was at the annual rate of return of 
2.73 per cent on their property investment, and for the same period 
in 1930 was $32,884,884 or 2.83 per cent on investment. Gross operat- 
ing revenues of the Class I railroads in the Southern District for the 
first four months in 1938 amounted to $157,525,212, a decrease of 14.2 
per cent compared with the same period in 1937, and a decrease of 
33.5 per cent under the same period in 1930. Operating expenses totaled 
$122,725,852 a decrease of 7.4 per cent below the same period in 1937, 
and a decrease of 33.5 per cent under 1930. 

Class I railroads in the Southern District for the month of April 
had a net railway operating income of $3,870,333 compared with $7,480,- 
095 in April, 1937, and $7,970,597 in April, 1930. 


Western District 


Class I railroads in the Western District for the first four months 
in 1938 had an operating deficit of $9,035,285. For the same four months 
in 1937, the railroads in that District had a net railway operating in- 
come of $38,289,634, which was at the annual rate of return of 2.01 
per cent, and for the same period in 1930 was $66,598,510 or 2.92 per 
cent on investment. Gross operating revenues of the Class I railroads 
in the Western District for the first four months’ period in 1938 
amounted to $407,273,119, a decrease of 16.9 per cent below the same 
period in 1937, and a decrease of 36.1 per cent under the same period 
in 1930. Operating expenses totaled $354,713,116, a decrease of 9.1 per 
cent compared with the same period in 1937, and a decrease of 29.9 
per cent under the same period in 1930. 


For the month of April alone, the Class I railroads in the Western 
District reported a net railway operating deficit of $2,151,787 compared 
with a net railway operating income of $8,642,921 for the same roads in 
April, 1937, and $15,801,079 in April, 1930. 


Class | Railroads, United States, Month of April 


1938 1937 1930 
Total operating revenues ...$ 268,268,919 $ 351,506,719 $ 445,523,063 


Total operating expenses 219,543,059 261,949,013 344,194,247 
MN) Cccduticesesah ena sks 28,204,678 30,198,814 29,495,407 
Net railway operating income 9,236,818 48,357,724 60,882,332 
Operating ratio—per cent ... 81.84 74.52 77.26 
Rate of return on property in- 

vestment—per cent ..... 0.54 2.86 3.61 


Four Months Ended April 30 


Total operating revenues ...$1,081,603,138 $1,382,679,318 $1,761,623,106 
Total operating expenses .... 896,657,111 1,025,822,771 1,370,341,285 


BEE 1 oh beens eae oubuxussecos 112,797,179 117,769,049 116,253,004 
Net railway operating income 28,791,805 195,872,531 233,942,444 
Operating ratio—per cent ... 82.90 74.19 77.79 
Rate of return on property in- 

vestment—per cent ..... 0.44 3.01 3.51 


The Commission has issued the following advance summary 
of revenues, expenses and net railway operating income of 
Class I steam railways for April, 1938, compared with April, 
1937: 


Railway Net railway operating income 
Total expenses, 4 months 
Freight Passenger operating taxes and ended with 
Year revenue revenue revenues rents April April 
Eastern district—100% complete 
(Includes 53 out of 53 reporting carriers) 
PENG eelis secu biaeves sakes Wes teed eee be ae aews abun’ $ 84,836,548 $17,628,569 $113,447,772 $108,633,869 $ 4,813,903 $ 11,345,390 
Nr EW ie ieee e i wich ks Ce eee bene nies sin.win esi 127,880,421 18,632,721 159,842,486 133,688,561 26,153,925 99,096,482 
ee, a a *33.7 *5.4 *29.0 *18.7 *81.6 *88.6 
Pocahontas region—100% complete ‘ 
(Includes 4 out of 4 reporting carriers) 
EE ge ees 13,328,559 664,173 14,673,456 11,969,088 2,704,368 11,572,249 
Eines haUeied bs dks Sinwbae bb vabinn Ssdoneheds 18,539,595 720,111 20,141,808 14,061,025 6,080,783 28,013,978 
ee hs sk ahah sha whee es we an eus's *28.1 *7.8 °*27.1 *14.9 *55.5 *58.7 
Southern region—100% complete 
(Includes 28 out of 28 reporting carriers) 
SE TESCO ESL ERE TiS Oaks oes b S55 es SAK SAS SESE E ORS 31,215,350 4,102,625 38,994,940 35,124,607 3,870,333 14,909,451 
tee tere hese e sh SEG Ssis ko bb eb SaN wee este 37,339,195 4,508,457 45,909,070 38,428,975 7,480,095 30,472,437 
INI ee re a cage Meigen wie e's *16.4 *9.0 *15.1 *8.6 *48.3 *51,1 
Western district—100% complete 
(Includes 56 out of 56 reporting carriers) 
TE SPAR Et 5 SR ae eee ee ere eee 82,058,024 9,449.270 101,152,751 103,304,538 *2,151,787 *9,035,285 
ee Cee Coo ei bene cank Seth ne eSase beens b 104,826,165 9,870,683 125,613,355 116,970,434 8,642,921 38,289,634 
SE ere ee er eee *21.7 *4.3 *19.5 11.7 oe ae 
United States—100% complete 
(Includes 141 out of 141 reporting carriers) 
SE Co Cech Eee SCR Ske uSOEs bese bs bbe sdb en se Sed 211,438,481 31,844,637 268,268,919 259,032,102 9,236,817 28,791,805 
Ee ee ee ee 288,585,376 33,731,972 351,506,719 303,148,995 48,357,724 195,872,531 
*5.6 *23.7 *14.6 *80.9 *85.3 


Ns ec ee RD DESESD TERESI SNe SEES *26.7 


*Decrease or deficit. 





June 4, 1938 


LAND GRANT RATE BILL 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Commissioner Eastman appeared before a subcommittee 
of the House committee on interstate and foreign commerce 
May 31 in support of the Lea bill (H. R. 10620) to repeal land 
grant rate reduction acts requiring reductions in the com- 
pensation received for the transportation of property and 
troops for the government, but reserving the right to the 
government at any time by law to prescribe such charges as it 
deems advisable for such government transportation. 

Lieutenant-Colonel Carl Halla, of the War Department, 
approved the bill subject to inclusion of an amendment exempt- 
ing men, officers or personnel in any branch of the military or 
naval service and military or naval property from the land 
grant rate elimination. Such an amendment was approved by 
the Senate interstate commerce committee to the Senate bill 
which was favorably reported and later sent back to committee 
because of information given Senator Wheeler by a representa- 
tive of the Department of Justice. 

E. S. Heyge, of the Treasury Department, said the position 
of that department was neutral but the effect of his testimony 
was that the railroads in all probability would lose traffic to 
competing agencies of transportation if the bill became a law. 
Representative Wolverton, of New Jersey, said it was strange 
that a representative of a department would say that he was 
not expressing an opinion and then give reasons why the bill 
should not be passed. 

Commissioner Eastman pointed out that the special com- 
mittee of commissioners recommended enactment of a land- 
grant-rate repeal bill in its report to the President and that 
the Commission had approved the recommendation, except that 
Commissioner McManamy was out of the city at the time the 
approval was given. 

When he was Federal Coordinator of Transportation, said 
Mr. Eastman, his staff made a thorough study of public aid 
granted to various agencies of transportation, including the 
land grants to railroads. Incidentally, the results of this study, 
said he, generally referred to as the “subsidy” report, would 
be ready to be made public this fall. The work had been com- 
pleted, said he, and was in the hands of the public printer. 

Mr. Eastman said the report would show, with respect to 
the land grants, that the railroads had received 130,304,000 
acres and had yet to receive 4,000,000 acres, a total of 134,304,- 
000. The value of the land to the government at the time of the 
grants, said he, was $130,543,000, based on the average price of 
97.2 cents an acre received by the government for 63,000,000 
acres of public lands sold to the public from 1851 to 1871, the 
period in which the grants were made. 

Net proceeds to the railroads from the sale of the lands 
they obtained from the government, said he, amounted to 
$389,993,000. The report, said he, would show a total of 
$447,283,000, including the $389,993,000 and value of lands held 
in reserve or used for right of way. 

Savings to the government on account of land grant rate 
reductions were estimated at $155,200,000, said he. 

Taking all facts into consideration, said he, the railroads 
had not thus far paid back to the government the value of the 
lands obtained by them at the time of the donations. 

The purpose of the grants was to aid and stimulate the 
building of railroads, open up the country and increase the 
value of the land held by the government, said he, adding 
that the government obtained an excellent bargain outside of 
the land grant rate reductions. 


Transportation of government property had increased far 
beyond what was contemplated when the land grant rate 
requirements were imposed, he pointed out. 

Repeal of the land-grant rates, said he, would help par- 
ticularly the western roads and incidentally said they served a 
part of the country which faced the question of whether there 
should be a concentration of railroad facilities and a shrinkage 
of some operations. The situation would be quite different if 
the roads were prosperous, said he. He pointed out that the 
commissioners had estimated that the land grant reductions 
amounted to $7,000,000 on the basis of 1937 traffic. 

If government employes now engaged in checking land 
grant rates were displaced by enactment of the bill, Mr. East- 
man thought a dismissal compensation agreement similar to 
that reached by the railroads and labor in 1936 should be 
worked out for such employes. 

Representative Pearson, of Tennessee, suggested it might 
be unfair to the government just at this time, with the world 
in an unsettled condition from the standpoint of national de- 
fense, to pass legislation that would subject the government to 
tremendous expense if the country should get into war. The 
movement of troops and supplies was not taken into considera- 
tion by the commissioners, said Mr. Eastman. He pointed out, 
however, that in the world war period the government took 
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over the railroads and paid them rental based on a three-year 
test period. 

Mr. Eastman admitted government traffic might be diverted 
to some extent to waterway and highway carriers if the bill 
were passed. 

Lieutenant-Colonel Halla said the War Department esti- 
mated it would have to have an additional appropriation of 
$500,000 annually if the bill were passed without troops and 
supplies being exempted. 

Mr. Heyge told of the government now making purchases 
of goods at points where it could obtain the greatest benefit 
from land grant deductions and suggested that that policy 
would be changed if the incentive of lower rates no longer 
existed. 

The government now bought large quantities of fuel oil 
and gasoline in the Shreveport area to get the benefit of land 
grant rates, said he. He also told of large shipments by rail 
from the east to the west in connection with government 
projects with the suggestion that such shipments would move 
by water if the land grant rate reductions were eliminated. 

Commissioner Eastman believed that the country had ob- 
tained a good bargain out of the land grants and that elimina- 
tion of the reductions now would benefit the country as well as 
the railroads. 

Representative Pearson suggested that Congress might set 
a bad precedent if it wiped out the obligations of the railroads 
as to land grant rates, his point being that in other instances 
where citizens owed the government money with respect to 
irrigation projects, for instance, it might be proposed that the 
obligation be canceled. 

John B. Keeler, chairman of the legislative committee of 
the National Industrial Traffic League, appeared in support 
of the Lea bill at the hearing June 1. 

“Land grant rates are not something that affect only the 
railroads and the government,” said he. “They have a very 
direct effect upon the interests of shippers, an effect which has 
increased in importance in the past few years in almost direct 
proportion to the rapid increase in the volume of materials 
shipped by or to the federal government.” 

Lack of business in other fields had led in the last few 
years to intense competition for government business, said he, 
and as a result of this competition the highway discriminatory 
effects of land grant rates had been brought home to shippers 
as never before. 

: Complaints of League members, he continued, had resulted 
in the League taking a stand in favor of repeal of the land 
grant rates. This action and the drafting of a bill to accom- 
plish repeal, he pointed out, preceded the recommendation of 


the Commission that the rates be repealed. Continuing, he 
said, in part: 


In bidding on government business, producers of materials not 
located on land grant roads are at a serious disadvantage as compared 
with producers located on land grant roads. The government usually 
buys where it can get the cheapest delivered cost, and a bidder located 
on a non-land grant road, if he wants to get any of the business, must 
absorb the difference between the normal or standard rate from his 
shipping point and the reduced land grant rate from the shipping point 
of his competitor located on a land grant road. This frequently means 
that the producer located on the non-land grant road is out of the 
bidding because the margin upon which he has to work is too thin 
to permit of the absorption. In any event, the bidder located on the 
non-land grant road is seriously discriminated against. 

During the hearings considerable has been said about non-land 
grant roads meeting the rates of land grant roads. I want to make 
it clear that this condition exists only between points where land grant 
rates are available. For example, if a land grant road runs from 
point A to point B, and there is a non-land grant road operating 
between the same points, the latter will meet the reduced rate of the 
former. But suppose there is a producer located at point C who 
desires to bid in competition with a producer at A and C is served only 
by a non-land grant road, the road serving C will not extend the bene- 
fit of land grant deductions from that point and the producer at C must 
absorb the difference between the standard rate from C and the land 
grant rate from A if he hopes to get any of the business. 


Rates Not Available 


Another source of difficulty experienced in bidding on competitive 
government business is the uncertainty as to the land grant rates avail- 
able. While this uncertainty works most strongly against producers 
located on non-land grant roads in competing with bidders located 
on land grant roads, like difficulty is frequently experienced as be- 
tween bidders located on different or even the same land grant roads. 
The law does not require that land grant rates shall be published 
and kept open to public inspection, and inquiry made to a government 
department for information is usually answered with the statement 
that it is not the policy to give out information with regard to land 
grant rates to commercial interests. The following letter received by 
one of our members from the Quarter Master General’s office is illus- 
trative: 

“Your letter of August 31 to the Superintendent of Documents, 
Government Printing Office, Washington, D. C., requesting copies of 
O. Q. M. G. Circular 5 has been referred to this office. 
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“In reply it is regretted to advise that for various substantial 
reasons land grant publications are not furnished commercial firms.” 

While many commercial firms have been able to secure, by various 
means, copies of land grant publications, many others have not. If 
the bidder has been unable to procure a government pamphlet that 
will give him the desired information, he has to rely on such informa- 
tion as the railroads can or are willing to furnish him. All of this 
produces a very unsatisfactory situation, which has provoked much 
dissatisfaction among shippers. ; 

When the original act to regulate commerce was passed in 1887 
the main objective was elimination of discriminatory practices of rail- 
roads and equality of treatment of shippers. The many amendments 
and related acts that have since become law have in large part been 
in furtherance of that objective, and it seems incongruous, to say 
the least, for the government to be a party to practices so closely akin 
to those which Congress has for such a long period of time zealously 
sought to eradicate. The effect of the land grant rates upon the ability 
of shippers to compete on an equal basis is similar to that of the 
rebating practices of the railroads so freely indulged in former years 
and which created the demand by the shipping public for governmental 
regulation. 

Whether the railroads during the long period of time which has 
elapsed since the land grants were made have paid for the lands they 
receive we feel is a question that must be viewed from all angles before 
a fair conclusion can be arrived at. Perhaps if the amount which the 
government has received in the way of rate deductions is set against 
the theoretical value of the lands the railroads received there will be 
a balance still owing the government. But we submit that the fair- 
ness of the theoretical valuations should be considered and weight 
should also be given to the increase in value to the government of the 
land remaining to be sold after the roads were built. When these are 
taken into account it is believed it will be found that the railroads 
have long since discharged their fair obligations to the government. 
Certain it is that no such conditions as to volume of traffic as exist 
today could have been in contemplation when the grants were made, 
and we believe it is highly unfair to the railroads to require them to 
transport the vast amount of government traffic which is shipped 
today at the unreasonably low rates represented by the land grant 
bases. In many instances, it is highly questionable whether the land 
grant rates pay out-of-pocket cost of transporting the traffic. 


Competitive Factors 


The suggestion has been made that the land grant rates are neces- 
sary to hold the government traffic to the railroads and that if they 
are abolished the trucks and water lines will capture a part of the 
business. This may be so to a limited extent but we believe only to 
a limited extent. In the west where the major part of the land grant 
traffic moves hauls are long and do not lend themselves to truck 
accommodation with the same facility as short haul traffic. Also as 
we have understood the statements of government representatives who 
have appeared there is comparatively little trucking of government 
business in the east where land grant rates do not prevail. Further 
it is to be kept in mind that the railroads will be in no less favorable 
position from a competitive standpoint with regard to government 
business than they are today in connection with commercial business. 
In fact where necessity therefore develops the railroads can make 
special truck or water competitive rates with greater facility than they 
can today for commercial traffic. It is our view that the possibilities 
of loss of government traffic to competing transportation agencies 
presents no sound reason for holding the land grant rates. 

While there may be grounds for differences of opinion on the ques- 
tion of the propriety of the government lending the railroads vast 
sums of money, we respectfully submit that there can fairly be no 
quarrel with the proposition that the government should pay fair 
compensation for the services it receives from the railroads. 


Railroads’ Position 


R. V. Fletcher, general counsel of the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads, pointed out differences between the Lea bill 
and the Senate bill and said the railroads favored the Lea 
bill with an amendment which would make it clear that U. S. 
mail was to be included in the government traffic on which the 
regular commercial rates would have to be paid. He also 
asked that a part of the Senate bill providing for payment 
of freight bills by the government before final check by the 
general accounting office be added to the Lea bill. He said 
further the railroads had no objection to exemption of troops 
and supplies in time of war from application of the regular 
rates but they felt that such movements should not be exempted 
in time of peace. The Lea bill, he pointed out, retained in the 
government the right to prescribe such charges as it deemed 
advisable for government traffic at any time. The railroads 
now had to wait months for settlement of their freight bills 
for transporting government traffic, said he. The delay ran 
from three months to one and one-half years, said he. Over 
$12,000,000 was involved in bills due more than 60 days and 
$5,000,000 in bills due more than six months, said he. 

Representative Holmes, of Massachusetts, brought out 
that while railroads under section 22 of the interstate com- 
merce act could grant reduced rates to the government, it 
would be unlawful for them to accord similar treatment to 
shippers. 

John T. Corbett, legislative representative of the Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, appeared in support of the 
repeal bill. He express the hope that the railroads would get 
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something that would cause them to withdraw their request 
for a reduction in wages. He said he spoke only for his brother- 
hood which had authorized him to appear for the bill. 

The board of directors of the Maritime Association of the 
Port of New York, on recommendation of the joint steamship 
and railroad committee of the association, has adopted a resolu- 
tion in favor of repeal of land grant rates as provided in S. 
3876. The board sent notice of the action taken to the Senate. 


Cc. S. Duncan 


Dr. C. S. Duncan, economist of the Association of Ameri- 
can Railroads, pointed out to the committee that land grant 
mileage was, to a considerable extent, concentrated in the west 
and the south, in the regions where the financial needs of the 
railroads were the greatest. Before the Soo Line was placed 
in the hands of the court, said he, it was calculated that in 
South Dakota 81 per cent of the entire mileage was in bank- 
ruptcy; 77 per cent in Iowa; 79 per cent in Arkansas; 68 per 
cent in Wisconsin; 65 per cent in southern Minnesota; 44 per 
cent in Colorado, and 43 per cent in Kansas. Repeal of the 
land grant requirements, said he, would be directly help- 
ful to the carriers that most needed help. Dr. Duncan then 
proceeded to give a comprehensive review of the land grant sit- 
uation and reasons why, other than that the railroads now 
needed help, the land grant rates should be eliminated. 

He said the first reason was that the purposes of land 
grants had long since been fully accomplished. In setting forth 
other reasons he said if the period of lean years during which 
capital was compelled to afford transportation facilities by 
rail, without realization of a return, was not itself considered 
full repayment for land grants, then one might turn to the 
rate and fare reductions which the government had exacted 
through all these years. Here, said he, it would be found 
that the lands had been paid for time and again in the rate 
and fare deductions which the government had received. If 
mail and express were added to the estimate of $7,000,000 
for 1937 made by the commissioners in their report to Presi- 
dent Roosevelt, Dr. Duncan said the deductions for that year 
would amount to $10,000,000, and added that this meant that 
er annually was involved in the land grant rates and 
ares. 

At the rate of $10,000,000 a year, the land obtained by the 
railroads would be fully paid for in twelve and a quarter years, 
said he, having computed the value of 130,000,000 acres re- 
ceived by the railroads at $122,850,000, based on an average 
94.5 cents an acre received by the government for public 
lands sold by it in the period 1850 to 1871. 

Not only did these financial benefits accrue to the govern- 
ment but there were other benefits far greater in amounts to 
federal, state, municipal and county governments and to the 
public in general, said he. When and as the lands were patented 
to the railroads, he pointed out, they immediately became pri- 
vate property and were taxable. They quickly came to be the 
principal and most dependable source of tax funds for the 
support of local government and schools, said he. He then 
discussed as perhaps as most important the social and political 
unity of the country that was established and made sure by 
these transportation facilities. He touched also on the subject 
of national defense. He made the point that with respect to 
other agencies of transportation there was required no corre- 
sponding concession to the government for aid to them. There 
was not one of those agencies but what had been heavily sub- 
sidized and continued to be heavily subsidized now, said he. It 
would, therefore, he continued, seem unfair on the part of the 
government to continue the provisions of this cotnract which 
penalized the railroads in their competitive relationship with 
other agencies. He also made the point that transportation 
by railroads was much cheaper than transportation by any 
means available before they were constructed and that savings 
in transportation costs were more than adequate to compensate 
for all lands granted. In this connection he said justification 
for waterway projects was based on a comparison of actual 
transportation cost on free waterways in comparison with cor- 
responding rail rates between two given points and then drew 
the conclusion as to savings due to cheaper rail transportation 
when the land grant roads were built. 


Financial Condition of Roads 


Mr. Fletcher submitted a statement prepared by Dr. J. H. 
Parmelee, director of the Bureau of Railway Economics, show- 
ing the financial condition of the railroads. This showed that 
already companies operating more than 77,000 miles of line, 304% 
per cent of the total, were in bankruptcy; that for the first 
three months of 1938 more than half the Class I railroads, based 
on mileage operated, failed to earn operating expenses and taxes; 
more than 87 per cent of the mileage failed to earn interest and 
other fixed charges; and Class I railroads as a whole failed to 
earn fixed charges by more than $106,000,000. 

Revenue needs of carriers operating west of the Mississippi 
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River were especially critical, said Dr. Parmelee. Not since 
1930 had these carriers earned as much as 2 per cent on their 
property investment, said he. In the first quarter of 1938 they 
failed even to earn their operating expenses and taxes by $6,883,- 
497, said he, adding that their deficit after fixed charges was 
$59,178,000. Class I railroads operated 132,139 miles of road in 
the western district of which 42 per cent was insolvent, said he, 
as compared with 18 per cent for the remaining mileage in the 
United States. 

Carriers in the south in the first quarter this year, said he, 
failed to earn interest and other fixed charges by $5,729,000. Of 
the total mileage in the south, 82 per cent failed to earn interest 
and other fixed charges and 24 per cent was in the hands of 
courts, said he. 

Robert N. Nash, of the traffic department of the Association 
of American Railroads, said the traffic departments of the 
American railroads were unanimously in favor of cancellation 
of land grant rate provisions of the law, for the following reasons: 


The inadequacy of the present revenues of the railroads, which has 
been previously explained. 

The fact that these reduced rates are applied today on a tremen- 
dous volume of tonnage which was not contemplated when the land 
grant contracts were made and because of the recent development of 
governmental activities which brought about a tremendous diversion 
of freight tonnage from commercial to governmental traffic, creating 
a situation where today the U. S. government is probably the largest 
individual shipper of freight in the country. 

The methods used by the Government Accounting Office in the cal- 
culation of land grant rates, which we consider unfair and unjustifiable. 

Even assuming the justice of continuing the land grant statutes, 
the deduction of 50% is too great, as it is doubtful if in many instances, 
after applying this reduction, the railroads are receiving the out-of- 
pocket cost of transportation. 

The present application of the law creates unjust, discriminatory 
conditions as between producers and shippers throughout the country, 
giving shippers located in land grant railroads an advantage over those 
located on non-land grant railroads in selling their products to the 
government to an extent where it is frequently impossible to overcome. 


T. C. Elliott, employed in the general account office of the 
government, appeared as a citizen in opposition to the bill. 

The hearing was adjourned June 2 subject to the call of the 
chairman. 


RAIL REORGANIZATION BILL 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Hearings were begun June 1 by the House judiciary com- 
mittee on H. R. 10387, the bill introduced by Representative 
Chandler, of Tennessee, to create a “commissioner of railroad 
reorganization” and providing for consolidation of railroads 
under reorganization (see Traffic World, April 30, p. 1021). It 
is not expected that Congress will take final action on reorgani- 
zation legislation at this session. 

Following a statement by Representative Chandler in which 
he spoke of over-expansion of facilities and the need for re- 
organizations, Chairman Splawn, of the Commission, reviewed 
railroad receivership history to show that periodically the 
country was confronted with the problem of having a substan- 
tial part of its railroad mileage in receivership. Referring to 
the present situation, he expressed the opinion that, in time, the 
volume of business would increase to the point where there 
would be use for the transportation facilities that had been 
created. The solution of the problem, said he, was an increase 
in business. 

Chairman Splawn submitted to the committee statistical 
data as to the financial condition of the railroads and state- 
ments showing the railroads in hands of receivers or trustees. 
He also submitted the commissioners’ report made to the 
President and a copy of the bill for establishment of a railroad 
reorganization court drafted by the commissioners in connec- 
tion with the report to the President. 

The chairman also reviewed the statistics he had submitted 
to the President with reference to revenues and expenses of 
transportation in the United States (see Traffic World, March 
19, p. 669). 

THe directed attention to a Commission compilation show- 
ing, as he put it, the “sad financial story” of the railroads, for 
the first four months this year as against the same period last 
year, summed up in the statement that the decrease in net 
railway operating income was 85 per cent. 

Approximately 75,000 miles of Class I railroads were now 
in hands of receivers or trustees, said Chairman Splawn. The 
roads in the hands of receivers or trustees, a table showed, had 
outstanding $3,025,337,628 of unmatured funded debt, $455,- 
965,722 of matured funded debt, and $64,467,485 in receivers’ 
or trustees’ certificates. 

All agencies of transportation, said he, were now fighting 
for a traffic that was inadequate to maintain the agencies. 
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Chairman Sumners, of the committee, asked whether there 
was available information showing whether trucks paid in taxes 
a proportionate share of the cost of wear and tear and mainte- 
nance of highways. A categorical answer to that question 
could not be made, said Chairman Splawn. 

The Chandler bill, said Chairman Splawn, went beyond 
the subject of reorganization of financial structures of rail- 
roads—that it was a transportation act of the first magnitude. 
He then referred to the recommendation of the commissioners 
for creation of a special railroad reorganization court and ex- 
pressed the opinion that the reorganization duties should not 
be mixed up with duties relating to development and promotion 
of transportation. He pointed out that the commiss‘oners 
recommended creation of a federal transportation authority to 
plan and promote action by railroad companies to eliminate 
waste, aid consolidation and coordination. 

A special court on reorganization should be created to do 
a “law job” and should not be a promotional agency, said he. 
In answer to Chairman Sumners he said he believed there 
would be an advantage in having a single court pass on reor- 
ganization of a number of railroads rather than having a 
separate court for each reorganization. 

F. J. Lisman, investment banker of New York City, testifying 
on the Chandler reorganization bill, told the House judiciary 
committee that unless business picked up in the next nine 
months the government would have to take over the railroads 
and added he saw no basis for recovery. 

He criticized the railroad brotherhoods and attacked what 
he characterized as uneconomic wage practices under which 
wage payments were made for work not done. He criticized 
railroad managements, asserting they had never been able to 
agree on anything, and said if they had cooperated with Mr. 
Eastman in 1933 they could now be enjoying the benefit of 
coordinations which he said the Coordinator wanted to put into 
effect. He said an independent investigation of the labor ques- 
tion should be made, suggesting the Brookings Institution as an 
organization that might undertake the job. The Federal Barge 
Line he denominated as the “biggest humbug” in the country 
today, asserting it was able to operate only because it was heavily 
subsidized and free from ordinary items of expense. He said he 
favored a special reorganization court but said provision should 
be made for appeal to the Court of Appeals in the district where 
the property was situated. 

L. Friedman, consulting economist of New York City, also 
criticized the railroad brotherhoods and Congress for permitting 
subsidization of highways and waterways. 

Leslie Craven, counsel to Mr. Eastman when he was Federal 
Coordinator of Transportation, said he favored the Chandler 
bill generally, suggesting that perhaps the bill went too far 
in removing the Commission from the reorganization picture. 
He indicated disapproval of the proposal to create a special 
reorganization court. 

Mr. Craven urged the committee to get through Congress 
at this session a resolution creating a board of inquiry to in- 
vestigate the railroad situation from all angles and to bring 
back to the next Congress a plan for stabilizing the railroads. 
He said the purpose of such an inquiry would be to forestall gov- 
ernment ownership. He said the inquiry would have to be 
unbiased. 

Mr. Craven said the country faced two alternatives now— 
government ownership, which would shift the burden of the 
railroad breakdown on the taxpayers, or acceptance by the gov- 
ernment of a constructive railroad policy. He believed that the 
latter was economically possible but there was some doubt 
whether it was politically possible. He said the latter course 
had been adopted by England with great success and referred 
to the consolidation of the English railroads into four systems. 
He said government ownership was avoided, employes were 
protected with a dismissal pay arrangement and security owners 
received securities in the consolidated companies. 

Representative Chandler said the purpose of the hearing 
was merely to lay the groundwork for a study to continue 
through the summer months. He said the railroad situation was 
so serious that something must be done about it. He said fixed 
charges must be reduced as well as expenses. The answer to the 
problem might be federal incorporation, said he, or some type 
of cooperative arrangement between employer and employe. He 
suggested that the Plumb plan, brought forward when Congress 
was drafting the transportation act of 1920, might be revived, 
with representatives of labor on railroad boards. 

The hearing was adjourned until a day to be fixed by the 
chairman. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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RAIL UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Surprise was expressed by Charles M. Hay, counsel for the 
railroad unions, with respect to the letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury opposing the enactment of labor’s 
unemployment insurance bill (see Traffic World, May 28). | 

The most important part of the letter, said he in testifying 
before the House committee on interstate and foreign com- 
merce on the bill, was that in which it was stated that the 
Bureau of the Budget had advised that the proposed legislation 
would not be in accord with the program of the President. 

The Railway Labor Executives’ Association, said Mr. Hay, 
asked the committee to ask the Bureau of the Budget whether 
the President had seen the bill; with what program of the 
President, or with what part of the President’s program the 
bill was not in accord and in what respects the bill was not in 
accord with such program. ; 

Mr. Hay said the bill was clearly in accord with the Presi- 
dent’s recommendations for the relief of the railroads since 
its major effect on the railroads would be to effect a cash 
saving of about $5,000,000 a year. He said the bill clearly was 
in accord with the President’s social security program. 

Horace A. Bacus, research director for the Brotherhood 
of Railway Clerks, appearing also for the Railway Labor 
Executives’ Association, discussed the manner in which state 
unemployment insurance laws had affected and would affect 
railroad employes and explained in a general way the effect 
which the proposed legislation would have on the state laws. 
Each of the 48 states had enacted an unemployment insurance 
law supplementing Titles III and IX of the social security act, 
said he. 

Less than half of the laws had become operative, however, 
said he. Forty-three states, said he, had provided that their 
laws would not apply to employment covered by an unemploy- 
ment compensation system established directly by Congress, 
recognition thus being given, said he, to such a class as rail- 
road employes seeking establishment of a system under federal 
law alone. 

Representative Wolverton, of New Jersey, asked whether 
the money collected from the taxes to be imposed on the car- 
riers would be set aside in a fund to be used solely for unem- 
ployment insurance or whether the money could be spent for 
other purposes as was money collected from imposition of social 
security taxes. He thought it extremely important that the 
funds be earmarked. Mr. Hay said the bill provided for the 
use of the fund only for unemployment insurance. Representa- 
tive Crosser, sponsor of the bill, said that that was his intention. 

Mr. Bacus spoke of variations and inequalities under the 
state laws and said in certain instances the result was that 
railroad employes were excluded entirely from the benefit of 
unemployment insurance. 

One improvement from the viewpoint of the employes, said 
Mr. Bacus, was the elimination of contributions by the employes 
to the insurance fund. Only five states, said he, at present 
required the employes to contribute. 

L. E. Keller, of the Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way 
Employes, appearing also for the labor association, said rail- 
road employes were bewildered under the existing setup and 
that they wanted an unemployment insurance system they 
could understand. 


Railroad employment had dropped from 2,022,832 in 1920 
to 1,115,077 in 1937, about 44 per cent, said he. In April this 
year it stood at 913,000, substantially less than half the number 
employed in 1920, said he. The April figure was the lowest, 
he thought, since 1898. Much of the decline in employment was 
due to lack of business, said he, but also much of it was due 
to efficiency of the employe and the industry. 

“We have worked ourselves permanently out of jobs,” 
said he. 

From 1916 to 1936 he said railroad employment decreased 
40 per cent while the productivity of the employe increased 
about 80 per cent, according to Department of Labor figures. 

Maintenance of way workers, said he, probably suffered 
from unemployment more than any other class of railroad 
employes. He said the bill was designed to accord more bene- 
fit to the low-paid and junior workers than to the higher-paid 
and older workers. He commented on the fact that the rail- 
roads were asking a 15 per cent reduction in wages in connec- 
tion with the refusal of the carriers to agree to the bill which 
he said would save them $1,200,000 by reason of them not 
having to pay taxes on wages of more than $300 a month, and 
from $3,000,000 to $6,000,000 in administrative costs. He asked 
that Congress pass the bill before adjournment. 

The Senate interstate commerce committee planned to be- 
gin hearings on the bill June 7. 

Appearing on behalf of the railroad unions, Professor 
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J. Douglas Brown, of Princeton University, May 31, said that, 
on the premise that the question of unemployment insurance 
for railroad employes should be handled on a national basis, 
the bill was an important step toward simplification. Profes- 
sor Brown, who was presented to the committee as having 
had a large part in the drafting of the New Jersey unemploy- 
ment insurance law, expressed the opinion that, because of the 
nature of the railroad industry, a national unemployment in- 
surance system should be set up for railroad employes. 

C. D. Young, vice-president of the Pennsylvania Railroad, 
said he came to the hearing with an open mind regarding the 
ultimate wisdom of a federal unemployment insurance act for 
railroad employes. 

“IT am here because I am opposed to making a change at 
this time from the system now in effect in the states before 
the states have had time to make their present acts fully effec- 
tive and without having had sufficient experience through state 
acts—with due regard to the welfare of all other employes in 
each of the states—to enable one to determine what should be 
ee plan for the best interest of the railroad employes,” 
said he. 

Reasons given by Mr. Young as to why he was against the 
bill were: 


The plan is not what it is purported to be—insurance against 
unemployment. It is, rather, unemployment insecurity for the em- 
ployes longest in the railroad service. 

It is not a measure for stabilizing employment, in fact it has a 
tendency to invite the men with shortest service in the railroad indus- 
try to become unemployed. 

It offers no encouragement to the employer to minimize unemploy- 
ment. 

The fund may be inadequate to pay benefits to railroaders with 
the longest service if they do become unemployed. 

It assumes one of two things: either the state laws are too re- 
strictive as to benefit payments or the state tax rate is higher than 
need be to meet the requirements. 

The contemplated cost of administration is unnecessarily excessive. 

It assumes that insurance is a grant at the expense of the state 
or the employer. 

In many respects it does not follow the draft bill recommended 
by the Social Security Board to the states as a guide for their laws. 

This bill is inequitable, unduly benefiting short service men at 
the expense of long service railroaders under the guise of meeting 
the complexity created by the crossing of state lines in interstate 
employment, which, however, affects less than one-fourth of railway 
employes; whereas there should be no preference by the federal gov- 
ernment for one group of men within an industry. . . 

If we visualize the insurance benefits contemplated in this bill 
fer unemployed workers of the railroad industry, it will be a disap- 
pointment. The last men to become unemployed are, according to 
seniority practice, the older ones in the service and when their time 
comes to be paid benefits the fund is likely to have become depleted 
to the extent that it will be insufficient because the money will have 
been given to the men with shorter periods of service. 

The form this bill takes is substantially different for men of less 
than one year’s service from that of a great many of the state acts, 
a difference which it is not my purpose to discuss in detail since 
other testimony will be presented upon this subject and I will illustrate 
with charts later. I do point out at this time that it goes beyond 
the total benefits provided in most of the state acts for men with a short 
period of service. Under this bill the short service employes receive 
benefits during the same period (5 months) as the longer service em- 
ployes. 

This bill does not recognize merit rating for individual employers, 
a principle which is almost universally recognized in insurance prac- 
tice in all forms of larger coverage, and which is specifically incor- 
porated in state laws for workmen’s disability compensation. Merit 
rating is for the purpose of encouraging the stabilization of employ- 
ment by the employer and thus reducing unemployment and should 
be incorporated in this bill. It is a plan under which an employer 
receives reduction of his percentage of payroll contribution to the 
fund in relation to his credit in the fund due to the excess of his 
contributions over the benefits paid his employes who become un- 
employed. 

This bill introduces a new and novel feature, in that an employe 
unemployed due to a strike not in violation of the Railway Labor Act 
or the established rules and practices of a bona fide labor organization 
of which he is a member, is entitled to benefits. Thus, the unemploy- 
ment fund would become a strike benefit fund to a group directly 
responsible for the stoppage of work, and causing their unemployment 
as well as that of related groups not directly involved in the strike. 

The provisions of this bill in reference to striking employes are 
contrary to the laws of the states. There are 45 states which have 
provisions unreservedly disqualifying striking employes from receiving 
benefits while on strike; 3 others (Arizona, Montana and Utah) this 
disqualification is subject to modification, dependent upon certain acts 
of omission or commission of the employer, and in only 3 states— 
New York, Pennsylvania and Rhode Island—do the laws limit the period 
of disqualification. . 

In conclusion, I wish to emphasize the fact that I am not in favor 
of this particular bill, for the following reasons: 

It has been prepared without adequate factual information rela- 
tive to unemployment in the railroad industry as compared with all 
other gainful employment. 

It will cause dissatisfaction and unrest among employes of other 
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industries coming under the state acts because of greater unemploy- 
ment benefits provided under this bill for railroad employes engaged 
in similar work living in the same area, and otherwise intermittently 
employed. 

It fails to include the employe as a contributor in any degree for 
the benefits he may receive. 

It fails to include merit rating, a financial incentive and reward 
to the employer to stabilize the employment of his own employes. 

It is premature in that it is not based on experience, which his- 
tory has clearly demonstrated to be necessary in developing a sound 
and workable social security plan; this experience will emerge from 
the operation of the state acts. 

This may all be summarized by saying that this bill is untimely. 


Dr. Julius H. Parmelee, director of the Bureau of Rail- 
way Economics of the Association of American Railroads, told 
the committee there were a number of things in the bill that 
were “entirely unsound and uneconomic.” He emphasized that 
extremely liberal payments to short-time, irregular and casual 
employes would be made under the bill. He said partial un- 
employment benefits under the bill would be very liberal and 
excessive. He made comparisons of the benefits under the bill 
and under state laws. Going into the question of cost of the 
proposed system, he said his conclusion was that it would be 
far greater than the proposed tax rate of 3 per cent would 
take care of. He characterized the measure as one having so 
many novel elements that it should be studied thoroughly be- 
fore action was taken on it. 


MIDDLE ATLANTIC MOTOR RATES 


The Commission, by division 5, by order in Ex Parte MC 20, 
motor carrier rates in New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania 
and Delaware, has broadened that investigation to include the 
lawfulness of the maximum and precise basis of all rates, 
charges and classifications, and the rules, regulations, and prac- 
tices relating thereto, applicable to the transportation by all 
common carriers by motor vehicle of all property, except 
household goods, live stock, automobiles, petroleum products 
in tank trucks, and articles of unusual size and value, except 
property moving wholly within the municipality of New York, 
N. Y., and municipalities contiguous thereto and the zone 
adjacent to and commercially a part of such municipalities as 
defined in New York, N. Y., Commercial Zone, 1 M. C. C. 665, 
with a view to determining whether the rates, charges, etc., 
are in violation of law and making such findings and orders as 
the facts and circumstances may appear to warrant. 

The orders assigning this proceeding to Examiner T. B. 
Johnston, heretofore entered on April 11 and 29, have been 
vacated. But the broadened investigation has been referred to 
Examiner Johnston for hearing July 18 at 9 o’clock a. m. at 
the Chamber of Commerce rooms, Philadelphia, Pa. 

In the same proceeding, the Commission, by division 5, 
has required Class I common carriers of property by motor 
vehicle (carriers which have gross revenues of $100,000 or 
over annually from motor carrier operations), which are re- 
spondents in this proceeding, to submit to it on or before June 
13, income statements for 1937 and for the three months ending 
March 31, 1938, or for the first three periods in 1938 instead of 
the three months ending March 31, in the case of those carriers 
which keep their accounts on a four-week period basis. Forms 
to be used in making the income statements are attached to 
the order. 

In requiring income statements, the Commission said it 
appeared that such statements were desirable to aid the Com- 
mission in the determination of this proceeding. 

The Commission, by division 5, by order in Ex Parte MC 
14, motor carrier rates in middle Atlantic states, has referred 
specified rates to Examiner A. J. Sullivan for further hearing 
and report. The examiner is to conduct a further hearing at 
the Chamber of Commerce rooms, Philadelphia, Pa., June 16. 
The rates as to which Examiner Sullivan is to hold a hearing 
are: 

Less-than-truckload rate of 70 cents on oil cloth (other than floor 
oil cloth) from Peekskill, N Y., to Baltimore, Md. 

Truckload and less-than-truckload rates of 38 cents, minimum 
10,000 pounds, and 43 cents, respectively, on cork pipe covering, cork 
bars, rods, sheets or slabs, ground shavings or cork waste in machine 
pressed bales, corkboard with or without asphalt binders, or binder 
other than asphalt, coated or not coated, asphalt paint in metal cans, 
cork insulation cement in metal cans, liquid asphalt in metal cans, 
packed in cartons or crates, copper brads, steel wire, and putty, from 
Wilmington, Del., to Baltimore, Md., and truck load and less-than- 
truckload rates of 45 cents, minimum 10,000 pounds and 50 cents, re- 
spectively, on the same commodities from Wilmington, Del., to Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

Truckload and less-than-truckload rates of 26 cents, minimum 20,000 
pounds and 35 cents, respectively, on metals as described in Item 390 
of Agent Waring’s MF-I. C. C. No. 96, from New York, N. Y., to Bal- 
timore, Md., and truckload and less-than-truckload rates of 35 cents, 
minimum 20,000 pounds, and 45 cents, respectively, on the same com- 
modity description from New York, N. Y., to Washington, D. C. 
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Truckload and less-than-truckload rates of 38 cents, minimum 20,000 
pounds, and 53 cents, respectively, on matches, paper book, in cartons, 
from Baltimore, Md., to New York, N. Y., and truckload and less-than- 
truckload rates of 29 cents, minimum 20,000 pounds, and 41 cents, re- 


2 on the same commodity from Baltimore, Md., to Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 


Truckload rates of 30 and 32 cents, respectively, minimum 20,000 
pounds, on matches, in boxes, from New York, N. Y., to Baltimore, 
Md., and Washington, D. C., respectively. 

Truckload and less-than-truckload rates of 38 cents, minimum 
20,000 pounds, and 53 cents, respectively, between New York, N. Y., 
and Baltimore, Md.; 40 cents minimum 20,000 pounds, and 55 cents, 
respectively, between New York and Washington; 34 cents, minimum 
20,000 pounds and 47 cents, respectively, between New Brunswick, N. 
J., and Baltimore, Md.; and 37 cents, minimum 20,000 pounds and 51 
cents, respectively, between New Brunswick and Washington, on: 

Electrical appliances, viz: Batteries, Electric: Storage, assembled: 
Storage, assembled, N. O. I. (Note A), in boxes or crates (Note B). 

Note A—One hydrometer syringe may be included in each separate 
shipping package of storage batteries with or without chemicals. 

Note B—Electric storage batteries may be shipped loose if battery 
case (or box) is of impregnated rubber, asphaltum composition, wooden 
battery type or steel case type and of weight not to exceed 75 pounds 


each, and must be completely protected so that short circuits will be 
prevented. 


MIDWESTERN MOTOR RATES 


The (Graham) Ship-by-Truck Co., Kansas City, Mo., asks 
the Commission in MC 14, Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff 
Bureau vs. Frank Eichholz, doing business as Riteway Motor 
Service, et al., to deny the petition of the complainant asking 
authority to include the Graham organization in its order of 
April 22. It points out that it is not named as a party defendant 
in the Riteway complaint, is not bound by the order therein and 
asserts that any request to include it must be denied. 

_Parties not named as defendants and being thus denied 
notice, the Graham petition asserts, cannot be brought within 
the provision of the order by such indirect means as here re- 
sorted to. In this case, the petition said, Graham had no notice 
that its rates were in issue; made no attempt to defend them 
and consequentiy had been given no hearing as required by 
section 204 7 (b) of the motor carrier act. 

The Anderson Motor Service Co., an intervener in this 
case, asks the Commission to deny the petition of the com- 
plainant for permission to publish rates of freight forwarding 
companies on less-truckload and any-quantity shipments be- 
tween various key points. The intervener asserts that the 
establishment of freight forwarding companies’ rates will 
simply delay the final solution of the problems of the motor 
carriers growing out of the existence of depressed rates as 
the result of which they have, are now, and will continue to 
suffer financially. 

The H. B. Green Transportation Line, a defendant in this 
case, has asked the Commission to stay that part of the order 
as to minimum rates on less-truckload, any-quantity and single 
or multiple truckloads and volume rating until it can hear 
and decide cases now before it affecting the rates of all “for 
hire carriers” in the territory involved in this proceeding. 

The petitioner points out that it concurs in the tariffs of 
other carriers and that in order to comply with the order in 
the present proceeding it will be necessary that all concur- 
rences mentioned by it be canceled. It asserts that the order is 
in violation of section 1 of article 14 of the Constitution of the 
United States in as much as its property will be confiscated 
without due process of the law. 

The Plaza Express Co., Inc., in a petition in MC C-14, 
Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., vs. Frank 
Eichholz, doing business as Riteway Motor Service et al., 
asks the Commission to issue an amended order excluding it as 
a defendant therein. The petition notes that in the documents 
in this case it has been designated as “Plaza Express” and 
as “Plaza Express Co., Inc.” It asks elimination regardless of 
the name used. It asserts it has never issued a concurrence to 
Frank Eichholz and that any participation shown for Plaza Ex- 
press in any tariffs issued by Frank Eichholz is unlawful. 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 

The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC F-324, Ozark Truck Lines, Inc., purchase, F. S. and 
J. D. Selby, as of May 27; MC F-343, C. F. Reddish, 
purchase, W. T. Renfrow, as of May 27; MC F-361, C. F. 
Reddish, purchase, H. L. Williams, as of May 27; MC F-410, 
Edward and Joseph F. Hemingway, control, Pine State 
Express, Inc., as of May 26; MC F-474, Wilson Truck 
Co., Inc., purchase, Sam G. Delametter, as of May 26; 
I. & S. M-274, oleomargarine, Chattanooga, Tenn., to Bir- 
mingham, Ala., as of May 20; MC 2121, Sub. No.1, J. F. Nelson, 
Camp Hill-Birmingham extension, as of May 18; MC 3275, R. J. 
McCall, contract carrier application, as of May 18; MC 17288, 
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Pennies saved in 1938, will continue to add up one hundred to 
the dollar. Dollars saved multiplied by tons of freight moving 
mean lower prices (to your customers or to you a greater margin 
of profit). 

M.A.T. Service on the lakes offers the opportunity for savin 
Fast transportation East to West and West to East—at lake-and- 
rail rates. The new (in 1937) differential lake-and-rail rates, by 
way of Canadian National Railway and Detroit, give commodities 
moving from New England, as well as New York points on the 
Central Vermont Ry., a better break. 


SPEED is there—four days between Buffalo and Duluth, three 





days between Detroit and Duluth, and there is a ship leaving each 
port every forty-eight hours—arrivals and departures by the clock. 


CARE YOU HAVE—expert handling, expert stowage, dry, 


MINNESOTA-ATLANTIC TRANSIT COMPANY 


New York Philadelphia 


Duluth St. Paul 


clean storage at all ports, and fast but steady, thoroughly sea- I By 
worthy ocean-type ships. F. F 
For over sixteen years M.A.T. has demonstrated that ships of the 
ee of the Poker Fleet plus the will to serve can show the alert 
shipper interesting savings in transportation. 
Call the nearest M.A.T. representative—he will give you the 
complete story as it applies to your business. 
Buffalo Cleveland Detroit 
Minneapolis Seattle 
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L. J. Stairs, common carrier application, as of May 18; MC 
17757, Fred Forsberg, common carrier application, as of May 
20; MC 30109, Mike James Vrable, common carrier application, 
as of May 20; MC 88392, Mike James Vrable, extension of 
operations, as of May 20; MC 42439, Ady & Crowe’ Mercantile 
Co., broker application, as of May 19; MC 42774, Sub. No. 1, 
Percy Rinehart, contract carrier application, as of May 18; 
MC 49058, Sub. No. 1, Alva Keels, extension of operation, as 
of May 19; MC 50331, Paul S. Whitescarver, contract carrier 
application, as of May 20; MC 50349, E. W. Jones, common 
carrier application, as of May 19; MC 61506, Sub. No. 1, J. Rus- 
sell, extension of operations, Augusta, as of May 20; MC 61916, 
Sub. No. 2, Crescent Stages, Inc., extension of operations, as 
of May 18; MC 62728, Michael Zuzich, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of May 20; MC 75580, Byrne Truck Line, Inc., com- 
mon carrier application, passenger, as of May 19; MC 86081, 
Leonard Transport Limited, common carrier application, as of 
May 18; MC 86958, Roy Sherland and O. L. Sherland, common 
carrier application, as of May 21; MC 86990, Walter T. Knight, 
common carrier application, as of May 20; MC 80668, Burl D. 
Hailey Transfer, common carrier application, as of May 18; MC 
88293, Sub. No. 1, Luther William Fuqua, common carrier 
application, as of May 18; MC 88693, Eldridge Douglas, con- 
tract carrier application, as of May 20; MC F-383, Motor 
Transport Co., purchase, Edward Jansen, as of May 26; MC 
4884, H. & H. Trucking Co., common carrier applications, 
as of May 23; MC 60881, Kirk Transportation Co., common 
carrier application, as of May 18; MC 69039, Peter Protz, 
common carrier application, as of May 23; MC 78018, Byrne 
Truck Line, Inc., common carrier application, property, as of 
May 23; MC 84997, Byrne Truck Line, Inc., common carrier 
application, chama, as of May 23; MC 86462, Jasper T. Davis, 
contract carrier application, as of May 23; MC 86481, I. L. 
McChesney, common carrier application, as of May 23; MC 
88290, Whites Garage & Service Station, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of May 23; MC 88504, Charles Murphy, contract 
carrier application, as of May 16; MC 88559, Frank E. Lemmo, 
common carrier application, as of May 17; MC 88636, George 
W. Mock, contract carrier application, as of May 16; MC 
88657, Lloyd M. Cory, contract carrier application, as of May 
16; MC 88719, Charles M. Jimerson, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of May 16; MC 88756, Vernon Johnson Hafer, contract 
carrier application, as of May 16; MC 88963, Harry Shaw, 
common carrier application, as of May 17. 


MOTOR ACT PROSECUTIONS 


The Commission has been advised that fines aggregating 
$1,600 have been assessed against Charles Szabo by the federal 
court for New Jersey on a plea of guilty to an information 
charging violations of the motor carrier act. Only $100 was 
collected, the court having decided to suspend the remainder 
of the fines on representations that the defendant, according 
to a statement by Secretary Bartel, was bringing his motor 
vehicle operations into conformity with the law. 


The specific charges, said the secretary’s statement, were 
that the defendant was operating as a carrier of property with- 
out authority from the Commission and without having a tariff 
on file with it. Szabo has been doing business, according to 
the statement, as the Charles Szabo Trucking and Forwarding 
Co., his two sons, Charles and Joseph, being associated with 
him. The Commission instituted injunction proceedings against 
the members of the family but when the prosecution resulted 
in the assessment of fines the injunction proceedings, according 
to Secretary Bartel, were indefinitely postponed. 


The Commission has been informed that John Viano, Ed- 
ward Viano and Celestino Melarancio, doing business as Viano 
Brothers and Melarancio, have had fines assessed on them 
aggregating $1,500 by Judge Forman of the federal court for 
New Jersey, according to a statement by Secretary Bartel. 
The men mentioned pleaded guilty to five counts of an infor- 
mation accusing them of violations of the motor carrier act 
consisting of granting concessions to Rubsam & Horrman Brew- 
ing Co., Stapleton, N. Y., in connection with the transportation 
of beer containers from Landisville, N. J., to Stapleton; failure 
to comply with the rules and regulations of the Commission 
governing the filing of insurance or other security covering 
public liability and property damage and cargo liability, and 
— = issue bills of lading or receipts as required by the 
motor act. 


Of the fines assessed, $300 was paid, said Secretary Bartel’s 
statement, and the remainder suspended for one year, for which 
period defendants were put on probation. 

A fine of $500 for contempt of court, according to advice 
received by the Commission, has been imposed on Sherman H. 
Bowles, Springfield, Mass., by Judge Sweeney in the federal 
court at Boston, Mass., for violation of a preliminary injunc- 
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tion for bidding continuance of operation as a common or con- 
tract carrier without having met the requirements of the 
motor carrier act (see Traffic World, May 28). Notwithstand- 
ing that injunction, Bowles continued the operation covered 
by it, according to a statement issued by Secretary Bartel. A 
criminal information, according to that statement, was filed 
accusing Bowles of violation of the preliminary injunction. At 
the hearing, according to the statement, it was shown that 
Bowles had been and was still operating in violation of the 
injunction. Jack G. Scott and Francis A. Silver of the Com- 
mission’s Bureau of Motor Carriers, together with a federal 
assistant district attorney, represented the Commission in this 
case. 

The Commission has been informed, according to a state- 
ment made by Secretary Bartel that the federal court at Cam- 
den, N. J., has fined Michael and Samuel Packman, wholesale 
grocers at Atlantic City, N. J., $20 on each of twenty-four 
counts of an information, to which a plea of guilty had been 
entered. The information charged receipt of concessions in 
respect to transportation performed by Anthony B. Hinderer, 
doing business as Girard Transportation Co. of Philadelphia, 
Pa. The concessions arose, according to the secretary’s state- 
ment, from the practice of the Packmans of deducting for the 
weight of containers in making settlement of bills presented 
by the carrier for transportation, which deductions had been 
made over the protest of the carrier. The total amount of the 
concessions, according to the statement, was very small. 


C. M. F.A. ANNUAL MEETING 


The repeal of the long-and-short haul clause of the fourth 
section of the interstate commerce act will “raise havoc with 
the trucking industry,” said Ted V. Rodgers, president, Amer- 
ican Trucking Association, Inc., in a speech on “The Imme- 
diate Future of the Trucking Industry,” at the annual dinner 
of the Central Motor Freight Association at the Stevens Hotel, 
Chicago, June 1. Repeal of that clause, he said, “would enable 
a powerful railroad to juggle its rates up and down long 
enough to put competing motor freight operators out of busi- 
ness.” The railroad could then charge the shipping public 
“any rates it saw fit, thus creating a transportation monopoly,” 
he added. 

As to the immediate future of the trucking industry, he 
said, that depended almost entirely on the immediate future 
of general business. The truck business was peculiarly sensi- 
tive to general conditions, he said, and that was easily under- 
stood when one considered the fact that, for instance, trucking 
in such industries as stee] and automobile manufacture fol- 
lowed closely the production in those industries. Until general 
business improved, he said, the only courses left open to the 
trucker to improve his situation were more active solicitation 
and drastic trimming of expenses. He made a plea for the 
maintenance of truck rates at their present level and spoke 
bitterly about some operators who were “throwing away” the 
ten per cent increase recently won after a hard battle. 

At the annual meeting of the association, held the same 
day at the Stevens Hotel, a resolution opposing the Pettengill 
bill was unanimously adopted and ordered sent to the senators 
form Illinois. The meeting also discussed the Illinois direc- 
tional sighal law and voted to support its counsel, Dave Axelrod, 
who has become associated in a number of cases now in court 
in which operators have been arrested for not equipping trucks 
with the directional signals required by the law. There was 
considerable discussion of proposed truck regulatory legisla- 
tion in Illinois, but, because of the fact that no definite measure 
has as yet been introduced into the Illinois assembly, no defi- 
nite action was taken. 

Barney Cushman, Cushman Motor Delivery Company, Chi- 
cago, was elected president of the association. Others elected 
included: 

First vice-president, Walter Mullady, Decatur Cartage 
Company, Chicago; second vice-president, Alexander Scherer, 
Scherer Freight Lines, Ottawa, Ill.; secretary, Ben Johnson, 
Grand Rapids Motor Express, Grand Rapids, Mich.; treasurer, 
Ralph Bucklin, Reliable Transit Company, Chicago; directors 
to represent the Central Motor Freight Association on the 
board of American Trucking Associations, Carl Ozee, Walter 
Mullady, Harry F. Chaddick, Joseph H. Welker, J. L. Keeshin, 
Barney Cushman, and Chester G. Moore. 

The association voted to invite nine representatives of non- 
member operators to sit with its board of directors in consid- 
ering matters of policy with reference to the Central States 
Motor Freight Bureau, which numbers among its members 
many who are not members of the association, but which is 
governed by the association’s board of directors (see Traffic 
World, May 28, p. 1267). The following were invited to act 


as such representatives: John Gottlieb, William Britton, J. M. 
Wheeler, Harry Rau, H. E. Parks, Anthony Sicilia, George 
Lindner, Rudolph Olson and Arthur Munger. 
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GRADE CROSSING ACCIDENTS 1937 


In 1937 there were 4,489 accidents at crossings of steam 
railways and public highways, according to a compilation made 
by the Commission’s bureau of statistics. They resulted in 
1,875 deaths and 5,136 injuries to persons, the largest number 
of such casualties, according to the bureau, since 1930. 

The number of accidents by the million of train miles was 
4.89 and by the million of automobile registrations, 151.1, as 
compared with 4.80 by the million train miles and 151.6 by 
the million of automobile registrations, in 1936. 

The number of accidents at public grade crossings in 1937, 
according to the bureau, represented an increase of 212 or 4.96 
per cent over 1936. The total number of persons killed in 
these accidents in 1937 was 89 more than in 1936, whereas the 
number injured represented an increase of 206 over 1935. 

As an indication of the importance of grade-crossing acci- 
dents as a problem in accident prevention, the bureau said it 
was of interest to know that fatalities at public crossings in 
1937 constituted 36.64 per cent of the fatalities in all railway 
accidents connected with train operation, and the number of 
persons injured in accidents at crossings was 25.49 per cent 
of all injuries in railway accidents resulting from train opera- 
tion. 

There was practically no change, said the bureau, in the 
proportion of cases where the motor vehicle was struck by the 
train and those in which the motor vehicle ran into the side 
of the train in 1937 compared with the preceding year. Be- 
cause of the preponderance of accidents involving collisions 
between motor vehicles and trains over other kinds of accidents 
at crossings, the bureau said it was that type of grade-crossing 
accidents that had been selected for analysis. A table in the 
compilation showed that there were 4,022 accidents of that 
sort. Of that number, 1,665 were accidents in which the auto- 
mobile was struck by the train in the daytime, and 850 at 
night; 405 were instances in which the automobile ran into the 
side of the train in daytime and 1,102 at night. 

The bureau said that although the majority of crossing 
accidents involved highway vehicles of some kind, 227 pedes- 
trians were killed and 140 injured at public crossings. 

The hour of greatest accident frequency in 1937 was be- 
tween 7 and 8 p. m., the bureau said; in 1936 it was between 
11 p. m. and midnight. The hour of smallest frequency was 
between 4 and 5 a. m. in 1937; and in 1936 it was one hour 
later. 

As in the years 1935 and 1936, Saturday, the bureau said, 
was the day of greatest frequency in 1937 for accidents at 
railway crossings. December was the month of greatest acci- 
dent frequency in 1937 as it was in 1936, said the bureau, 
although the greatest number of casualties were reported in 
October. June was the month of lowest frequency. 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 


The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 

MC 14956, Max H. Gendell, contract carrier application; 
MC 40124, Max H. Gendell, common carrier application; MC 
83752, George Yockel, Jr., common carrier application; MC 
86847, Teton Oil Co., contract carrier application. 





MOTOR ACT CHANGES 


Senators Hayden, of Arizona, and Johnson, of Colorado, 
have had printed an amendment intended to be proposed by 
them to S. 3606, the blil amending the motor carrier act as 
recommended by the Commission, adding a new section as 
follows: ; 


Sec. 17. Section 216 (g) of said act is hereby amended by adding 
at the end thereof the following: ‘‘At any hearing involving a rate, 
fare, or charge, or classification, rule, regulation, or practice, increased 
or sought to be increased after the date of the approval of this act 
the burden of proof to show that the increased rate, fare, or charge, 
or classification, rule, regulation, or practice, or proposed increased 
rate, fare, or charge, or classification, rule, regulation, or practice, is 
just and reasonable shall be upon the carrier.”’ 


ARKANSAS GASOLINE TAX 


An Arkansas statute making it unlawful to operate a motor 
vehicle over state highways when carrying more than twenty 
gallons of gasoline, unless the state tax on gasoline shall first 
have been paid, has been upheld by the federal court for the 
western district of Arkansas in Dixie Greyhound Lines vs. Mc- 
Carroll. The tax is 6% cents a gallon. 

The highest court of the state in Sparling vs. Refunding 
Board, 189 Ark. 189, 71 S. W. 2d, 182, according to a bulletin 
issued by John E. Benton, general solicitor of the National As- 
sociation of Railroad and Utilities Commissioners, had held that 
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the tax involved was one for the use of the highways, and the 
federal court in the decision referred to held that this inter- 
pretation was binding on it. 

__ “A state may lawfully tax interstate carriers using its 
highways for private gain; not for the privilege of engaging in 
interstate commerce, but as compensation to the state for the 
use of its highways, and more especially where the proceeds 
of such tax are, as in the instant case, used for the purpose 
of constructing and maintaining a highway system,” said Judge 
Trimble in the Greyhound case. 


HIGHWAY AUTHORIZATION ACT 


Congress has approved H. R. 10140, as agreed on by Sen- 
ate and House conferees, carrying authorizations for appropria- 
tions for federal-aid and other highways in the fiscal years 
ending June 30, 1940, and June 30, 1941, which represent a net 
reduction of $126,500,000 under the $476,000,000 originally 
authorized by the House for the two years. Chairman Cart- 
wright, of the House committee on roads, said that, under the 
bill as approved, there would be, with carry-overs from pre- 
vious authorizations, a total of $499,500,000 available for high- 
way and road construction after January 1, 1939, outside of 
$425,000,000 for highways carried in the relief bill. 





STATE POWER OVER HIGHWAYS 


Application has been made to the Supreme Court of the 
United States for review by it of the decision of the federal 
Circuit Court of Appeals of the fifth circuit in McDonald vs. 
Thompson et al., the application having been taken by McDon- 
ald — lost in the lower court. (See Traffic World, May 7, 
p. 1097.) 

In his petition for a review, McDonald asserts that when 
his trucks, hauling interstate commerce, were stopped and his 
drivers were arrested by Texas authorities because he did not 
have a certificate from the Texas commission, rights given 
him by the Constitution of the United States were destroyed 
without due process of law. In the lower courts McDonald 
contended that passage of the motor carrier act by Congress 
had ousted Texas of authority over interstate commerce. He 
lost his contention in the court the action. of which he asks the 
highest tribunal to review with a view to establishing his 
contention that enactment of the motor carrier law ousted 
Texas authorities from any jurisdiction they might have had 
prior to that time over interstate commerce. 


BALTIMORE MAIL SERVICE .. 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


With representatives of existing intercoastal services and 
the Southern Pacific participating in the hearing, the Mari- 
time Commission heard testimony May 27 on the application 
of the Baltimore Mail Line, which has withdrawn its five 
ships from the trans-Atlantic trade, to operate the ships in the 
intercoastal service. 

According to testimony of John M. Franklin, vice-presi- 
dent of the Baltimore Mail and the Atlantic Transport Company 
of West Virginia, which owns the Panama Pacific Line, and 
president of the International Mercantile Marine Company and 
the United States Lines Company, the Baltimore Mail is in 
process of reorganization which, when effected, will result in 
the majority of the stock being owned by the I. M. M. and 
the Atlantic Transport and the balance by the Canton Rail- 
road of Baltimore and the Baltimore Trust Company. 

The question before the commission is whether the Balti- 
more Mail may be permitted to operate in the intercoastal 
trade in view of the fact that the United States Lines has an 
operating subsidy contract with the commission and section 805 
of the merchant marine act provides that it shall be unlawful 
to pay a subsidy to a line if the subsidy contractor or affiliate 
operates vessels in the domestic intercoastal or coastwise trade, 
without the written permission of the Commission. The rela- 
tionship of the Baltimore Mail to the United States Lines 
raised the question. 

The law provides that the commission shall not grant an 
application under section 805 if it finds it will result in unfair 
competition to any person, firm, or corporation operating ex- 
clusively in the coastwise or intercoastal service or that it 
would be prejudicial to the objects and policy of the act. 

A proviso states, however, that if the contractor or other 
person described or a predecessor in interest was in bona fide 
operation as a common carrier by water in the domestic, inter- 
coastal or coastwise trade in 1935 over the route or routes or 
in the trade or trades for which the application is made the 
commission shall grant the permission without requiring further 
proof that public interest and convenience will be served by 
such operation and without further proceedings as to the com- 
petition in such route or trade. 








PAGE 1318 


Mr. Franklin said the proposal was to continue the opera- 
tion of the Baltimore Mail ships under the name of the Panama 
Pacific Line, whose three vessels have been withdrawn from the 
intercoastal service, and to continue in the trade without 
change except substitution of ships. 

“It is the contention of the applicant,” said he, “owing to 
the relationship that has existed for a number of years past 
between the Baltimore Mail Steamship Company, the Interna- 
tional Mercantile Marine Company, and the United States Lines 
Company, that the applicant is entitled, as a matter of right 
under section 805, to have this application granted without re- 
quiring further proof that public interest and convenience will 
be served by such operation. Its participation in these pro- 
ceedings is without prejudice to that contention. 

“Nevertheless, it is clear that the public interest and con- 
venience require that the five ships be operated in the 
intercoastal trade and that such operation will not be unfair 
to anybody now operating exclusively in that trade, and will 
not be contrary to the policies of the act of 1936.” 

Examined by Roscoe H. Hupper, counsel for the Lucken- 
bach Line, Mr. Franklin said his company had been deluged 
with requests for placing the five combination cargo-passenger 
ships of the Baltimore Mail in the intercoastal trade. Mr. 
Hupper’s interrogation indicated a purpose to show that the 
intercoastal trade was now overtonnaged. Mr. Franklin would 
not agree that such was the case. 

George E. Talmadge, of the United States Lines, stated 
that there was no way now for passengers to go in an Amer- 
ican flag ship from California to the Panama Canal. Examined 
by Mr. Hupper, the witness took the position there would be 
business for such a service as that proposed with the Baltimore 
Mail ships which were said to be much faster than the regular 
freight ships in the service. 

Interest of two railroads concerned with transcontinental 
traffic in the Baltimore Mail would be liquidated when the re- 
organization was completed, it was stated, as the result of 
interrogation by J. R. Bell, counsel for the Southern Pacific, 
who pointed out that the Panama Canal act forbade trans- 
continental railroads owning an interest in intercoastal steam- 
ships. 

Mr. Hupper contended that, under section 805 of the act, it 
was unfair competition for a carrier in the position of the Balti- 
more Mail to petition the commission for the right to enter 
the intercoastal service. He contended that the commission 
could not show that the service proposed to be established 
had a public necessity or a public convenience. He asserted 
that when an operation was carried along “in a basket” as 
the Baltimore Mail Line operation was, it was really a Mari- 
time Commission operation, and “instead of foreclosing them 
they chose to extend and carry along, and that involves more 
than simply extending the notes.” That remark was made 
after reference had been made to extension by the commission 
of notes of the Luckenbach Line. 

Walter S. McPherson, vice-president of the American- 
Hawaiian Steamship Company, who said the company had not 
had time to analyze the application of the Baltimore Mail, said 
if faster ships were required for the intercoastal service, his 
company was in a position to provide them. Ships were now 
laid up due to lack of business, said he. 

Mayor Rossi, of San Francisco; Dr. Howard McKinley, 
president of the San Francisco Civil Service Commission; 
Senator McAdoo, of California; W. L. Thornton, traffic man- 
ager of the Port of New York Authority, and P. C. King, Jr., 
attorney for the California Fruit Growers’ Exchange, appeared 
in support of the Baltimore Mail application. 

The Baltimore Mail ships would afford refrigeration serv- 
ice not afforded by other lines, it was stated. The passenger 
capacity of the ships is about 80 each, according to the testi- 
mony. 

The hearing was held before Chairman Land and Commis- 
sioners Woodward and Wiley, with Commissioner Woodward 
presiding. 


HOBOKEN PIER TERMINALS 


Authority for the Maritime Commission to sell or lease to 
the city of Hoboken, N. J., the Hoboken pier terminals or any 
part thereof is contained in H. R. 10536, favorably reported to 
the House by the committee on merchant marine and fisheries. 

The piers were taken over by the government in 1917 for 
war purposes, the owners having been two New Jersey cor- 
porations, one the North German Lloyd Dock Company and 
the other the Hamburg-American Line Terminal & Navigation 
Company, according to the committee report. 

Holding of the property by the federal government has 
deprived the city of Hoboken of taxes which it collected when 
‘the piers were in private hands, according to the report, the 
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loss in taxes having been estimated at $10,000,000. If the 
property had been taxable it would have carried an assessable 
value of at least $12,269,000, said the report. 

Chairman Bland, in the report, said the city of Hoboken, 
because of its present financial condition, was not in position 
to buy the property and it was desirable that the property be 
leased. He said the Maritime Commission held it had authority 
to lease the property but that the question should be definitely 
settled by legislation. 

The committee said some active, aggressive, intelligent 
effort should be made to use the property so as to help relieve 
the burden which its ownership by the United States imposed 
on the city. 

“A successful enemy could not well have imposed a greater 
indemnity upon a conquered city,” the committee quoted Jus- 
tice Minturn, of the Supreme Court of New Jersey, with refer- 
ence to the government holding the property and depriving 
the city of taxes which formerly were collected on it. 

The report also quoted Mayor LaGuardia of New York, as 
a member of Congress, stating that the property was as valu- 
nae piece of water-front property as there existed in the 
world. 

Before the government owned the piers, according to the 
report, approximately 3,000 men were employed on them 
whereas since the war there had not been more than 500 em- 
ployed there. The city has to furnish municipal services to the 
piers, according to the report. 

The report revealed that negotiations at one time were 
under way to lease part of the property to General Foods 
Corporation but before the Maritime Commission could com- 
plete its study of the proposal the application for lease was 
withdrawn. One of the points at issue between the commis- 
sion and the corporation, it was stated, was the question of 
the authority of the commission to lease the property. 


SUBSIDY APPLICATIONS 


The Maritime Commission in the week beginning May 30 
considered subsidy applications of the Eastern Steamship Lines, 
Inc., of Boston; of the West Indies Steamship Company, and of 
the Oceanic Steamship Company of San Francisco. 

The Eastern Steamship Lines is seeking an operating sub- 
sidy for vessels to be operated between New York and or Bos- 
ton and Bermuda. 

The West Indies Steamship Company is seeking a con- 
struction loan and a construction subsidy in connection with 
the construction of a vessel to be operated between Key West, 
Fla., and Havana, Cuba. 

The Oceanic Steamship Company is seeking an adjustment 
of its operating subsidy contract covering the operation of cer- 
tain of its vessels plying between San Francisco, Los Angeles, 
Honolulu, Pago Pago, Suva, New Zealand, and Sidney and 
Melbourne, Australia. The Oceanic is seeking the adjustment 
of its operating subsidy covering this route so as to reflect the 
indirect competition with lines operating between England and 
Australia, via the Suez Canal. It also has filed an application 
for an additional subsidy to offset the effect of governmental 
aid paid to foreign competitors in this service; and another 
application for an operating subsidy for depreciation on its 
subsidized vessels. 


WATER CARRIER AGREEMENTS 


The following described action has been taken by the 
Maritime Commission on agreements filed pursuant to the pro- 
visions of section 15 of the shipping act, 1916, as amended: 


Agreements Approved 


Conference agreements 126-A, 126-B, 126-C, and 126-D between 
Colombian Steamship Company, Inc., Grace Line, Inc., and United 
Fruit Company comprising the membership of the East Coast Colom- 
bian Steamship Lines Conference, and Norddeutscher Lloyd and Ham- 
burg-Amerikanische Packetfahrt Actien Gesellschaft (126-A), United 
Fruit Company (126-B), Montreal, Australia, New Zealand Line (126-C), 
and Osaka Syosen Kaisya (126-D), providing for through transporta- 
tion of cargo from Cartagena and Puerto Colombia, Colombia, to Bos- 
ton, with transhipment at Cristobal. 





LAKES TO GULF WATERWAY 


The House committee on rivers and harbors has voted not 
to act at this session of Congress on the Parsons bill providing 
for continuance of diversion of 5,000 cubic feet a second of 
water from Lake Michigan into the lakes-to-gulf waterway via 
the Illinois waterway. The rate of diversion will be reduced to 
1,500 cubic feet a second in January unless Congress acts to 
the contrary. The Parsons bill was opposed by representatives 
of the so-called “lakes” states because of fear the levels of the 
— would be lowered to the detriment of shipping on the 
lakes. 
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MERCHANT MARINE BILL 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


In an agreement reached on the merchant marine bill, 
Senate and House conferees have eliminated a provision in 
the section amending the intercoastal shipping act to give the 
Maritime Commission, in exercise of the power to prescribe 
maximum and minimum rates, authority to establish differen- 
tials based on differences in service rendered. 

The conferees retained the Senate provision exempting 
common carriers on the Great Lakes from the minimum rate 
provision. 

As approved by the conferees, the bill confers on the Mari- 
time Commission the power to prescribe maximum and min- 
imum rates in the Great Lakes, coastwise, and intercoastal 
trades with respect to common carriers, with the exception as 
to Great Lakes common carriers and minimum rates. 

The conferees retained the provision in the House bill 
repealing the provision in the merchant marine act of 1936 
giving the President power to transfer the regulatory duties 
of the Maritime Commission to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

The provisions in the Senate bill *creating a Maritime 
Labor Board were agreed to, with amendments. 

The conferees eliminated the provision authorizing building 
~ ships abroad for American flag registry under certain con- 

itions. 

The House provision repealing section 810, of the merchant 
marine act of 1936, was eliminated. This section forbids a sub- 
sidized contractor or charterer to be a party to discriminatory 
agreements. 

The provisions relating to the federal government guaran- 
teeing mortgages on ships to aid in the construction and re- 
habilitation of ships were retained, with slight changes. 

Revision of provisions in the House and Senate bills re- 
lating to subsidies were made by the conferees. The House 
and the Senate must now pass on the conferees’ action. 


ST. LAWRENCE WATERWAY TREATY 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The United States has presented to Canada a tentative 
treaty providing for the creation of the Great Lakes-St. Law- 
rence Waterway and power project. It replaces the treaty 
which failed of ratification by the Senate in 1934. 

According to an announcement made by Secretary Hull of 
the State Department, the United States government was pre- 
pared to finance the works necessary to carry seaborne com- 
merce past the International Rapids and to make possible 
power development from those rapids when desired by either 
country. 

It is suggested that a commission to be known as the 
Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Basin Commission, shall be created 
for the development of the seaway and the power projects. That 
commission, it is proposed, shall prepare plans for these works, 
allocate construction between the two governments, approve 
contracts and assure execution of the work. In a statement 
about the proposed treaty, Secretary Hull said that planned 
use of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Basin, such as was pro- 
posed, would make possible development of navigation and of 
cheap power. Further, he said, it was felt in Washington that 
the fact that the Great Lakes and part of the St. Lawrence 
River happened to be the boundary between the United States 
and Canada needed be no obstacle to a realization of the full 
possibilities for power, navigation and use of water in that 
area. Great public advantages, both for Canada and the United 
States, he added, could be obtained by effective joint use of 
the water and the waterway. 

The specific proposals, said the secretary, were so framed 
that there needed be no delay in developing the International 
Rapids of the St. Lawrence River. Provision, he said, was 
also made assuring completion of the waterway within reason- 
able time. The secretary further said: 


It is also specifically proposed that Niagara Falls, both as to scenic 
beauty and as to power resources, be preserved and developed in ac- 
cordance with plans proposed by this commission. Such plans are to be 
approved by the two governments by concurrent legislation. Engineers 
have long pointed out the feasibility of handling water at Niagara so 
that a considerably greater quantity of power can be obtained from the 
water available. Through joint planning and handling, both countries 
could obtain considerably greater quantities of power, at lower cost. 
At the same time, better provision will be made by restoring and pre- 
serving the beauty of Niagara Falls than exists today. 

It has long been recognized that both the Niagara Falls and the 
International Rapids Sections have enormous possibilities. Deep water 
navigation will meet cheap power. This will make possible the bring- 
ing together of Great Lakes iron ore, Canadian and American mineral 
resources, and water-borne materials. Included in this is the possible 
development of the extremely rich and relatively undeveloped iron ore 
resources in New York State itself. 
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It is likewise proposed that the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Basin 
Commission shall serve as an advisory body to both governments, so 
that the use of the entire Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Basin can be de- 
veloped to maximum use in the interests of the people of both countries. 


In a note of transmittal of the draft or tentative treaty 
to Sir Herbert Marler, Minister of Canada, Secretary Hull said 
that in a note of March 17, he had expressed the conviction 
of the United States government that the mutual needs of 
Canada and the United States could be best provided for 
through a jointly planned development of their extraordinary 
natural resources in the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence River basin. 
He called attention to the fact that in the note of March 17 
he had stated that “this government is ready and eager to en- 
ter into and push to a speedy conclusion negotiations for a 
mutually satisfactory agreement directed to this objective.” 

The United States government, said the secretary, be- 
lieved that the best interest of both peoples would be served 
by the immediate consummation of an agreement along the 
general lines of this treaty draft. He said he might add that 
in its preparation special consideration was given to the views 
of the government of the Providence of Ontario, as expressed 
in official communications recently made public in Canada, to 
the effect that it was not ready to assume any responsibility 
in connection with the project until its market required the 
power. 

In brief, said Secretary Hull, the proposed treaty would 
enable the United States to go forward immediately with the 
International Rapids Section link in the proposed St. Lawrence 
deep waterway and the incidental power development; defer 
Canada’s responsibility for completing its share of the water- 
way for a sufficient time to assure the readiness of the Ontario 
power market to absorb its share of the power; provide for 
an international commission to develop plans and advise the 
two governments in a program to promote the most advan- 
tageous use of the entire Great Lakes-St. Lawrence resources; 
assure the immediate undertaking under the supervision of 
this commission of the proposed remedial works to preserve the 
scenic beauty of Niagara Falls; permit the Province of Ontar‘o 
to go forward with its plans for diversions from the Albany 
River basin into the Great Lakes and utilize such additional 
water for power at Niagara; make available considerable ad- 
ditional Niagara power to each country for development at 
will, and enable the proposed commission to proceed imme- 
diately with the preparation of comprehensive plans for more 
efficient use of the resources of the Niagara River. 

Secretary Hull revealed that in his memorandum of March 
17 reasons were given why the United States could not consent 
to additional importations of hydroelectric power on a with- 
drawable basis unless provision were simultaneously made for 
the development of an alternative and equally economical do- 
mestic supply to be available when the imported power was 
withdrawn. Under the proposed treaty, said he, such a do- 
mestic supply would be made available through the develop- 
ment of the American share of the International Rapids Sec- 
tion and the United States would therefore be prepared to ap- 
prove such additional imports of power from Canada, on a tem- 
porary basis and without obligation on the part of either party 
to continue as Canada might see fit to permit to be exported. 

Other propositions laid down by Secretary Hull in his note 
to Sir Herbert pertained to the power aspect of the matter 
and the preservation of the scenic beauty of Niagara Falls 
and the rapids. He said the civic interests in both countries 
concerned with the preservation of the scenic beauty would be 
assured by the immediate undertaking of remedial works to 
distribute the waters of the Niagara River in such a way as 
to ensure unbroken crestlines on both the American and Ca- 
nadian falls as recommended in the 1928 report of the special 
International Niagara Board and embodied in the unratified 
1929 convention and proctocol between the two countries. 

Speaking in the House on the proposed treaty, Representa- 
tive Beiter, of New York, charged that the project would cost 
$540,000,000—an unnecessary expenditure. 

“Construction of the seaway is desired by three groups— 
some politicians who would benefit by the patronage it would 
give them; the Power Authority of the State of New York, 
headed by Frank P. Walsh, who is on the New York State 
pay roll at a salary of $75 a day and expenses, but who gives 
practically 100 per cent of his time to lobbying activities in 
the northwest advocating the St. Lawrence development, per- 
sistently misrepresenting New York state and the wishes of 
its people; and a portion of the middle west that has not 
awakened from a dream of expected savings to the grain 
trade by the seaway, which cannot materialize because of 
rapidly diminishing exports,” said Mr. Beiter. 

He quoted Premier Mitchell F. Hepburn, of Ontario, as 
having said in February, 1935, that Canada did not need an- 
other avenue of transportation—that it had an acute railroad 
probiem. 

“The Canadian railroad situation is no more acute than 
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that facing our own rails,” said Mr. Beiter. “The seaway would 
not merely add to their troubles; it would mean ruination for 
what was once one of America’s thriving industries.” 


FRESH FRUIT FOR EXPORT 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


As the result of an agreement entered into by the joint 
steamship and railroad committee of the Maritime Association 
of New York, the railroads serving the Port of New York 
placed into effect on June 1 a new rule in connection with the 
movement of fresh fruit for export. 

Fresh fruit (other than cold packed), namely, grapes, 
pears, plums or prunes, in straight or mixed carloads in re- 
frigerator cars for export consigned for lighterage delivery, 
may, at the option of these companies be delivered in cars on 
car floats under the same rates and conditions as would apply 
if freight were handled by lighter. This rule, however, 
will not apply on split carloads nor on cars that have been 
unloaded on request of consignee for inspection or for strap- 
ping, marking or for any other purpose. 

Discussing the situation as affecting Canadian shipments 
the committee said the Canadian railroads and steamship lines, 
operating from Montreal and other Canadian ports, had 
stressed, both to shippers on the Pacific Coast and receivers 
in Europe, the superiority of the Canadian route for the move- 
ment of fresh fruit for export, because of the ability to trans- 
fer the cargo from refrigerator cars directly to ship, thus 
minimizing exposure and handling. Thus, as effective on June 
1, shippers and receivers handling plums, grapes, pears, prunes, 
oranges, and other fresh fruit that move under refrigeration, 
will be able to make delivery to vessel in the Port of New 
York, so that the cargo can be unloaded direct from car to 
vessel. This arrangement, it was stated, was already in effect 
at Portland, Maine, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Nor- 
folk and Newport News, Va. 

Present arrangement, it is added, provides that lumber 
arriving at the Port of New York gets free lighterage from the 
railroads serving that port. 

The committee has under study and consideration the sub- 
jects of free lighterage in New York harbor on unboxed auto- 
mobiles; the rate on packing house products via Gulf ports as 
against North Atlantic ports; a proposal to permit grinding on 
import pepper via Guif ports; Todd-Knott arbitration award 
and its effect at the present time on export rates via Gulf 
ports, and the disparity of class rates from North Atlantic 
= to points in Canada, with class rates from Canadian 
ports. 





OCEAN MAIL CONTRACT ACT 
_. President Roosevelt has signed H. R. 9577, the bill author- 
izing the Maritime Commission to adjust and settle ocean mail 
contracts, including the contract of Seatrain Lines, Inc. 


FLORIDA SHIP CANAL 


The House committee on rivers and harbors has decided 
not to press for action at this session of Congress the bill 
calling for adoption of the project for a ship canal across the 
northern part of Florida. 


M. C. HEARINGS 


The Maritime Commission has assigned for hearing, before 
Examiner C. O. Arthur, Nos. 478, Pacific American Fisheries, 
Inc., vs. American-Hawaiian Steamship Co. et al.; 485, Inter- 
coastal Joint Rates Via On-Carriers; 488, Intercoastal Charters; 
476, Westbound Intercoastal Rates, Atlantic Ports to Vancouver, 
Wash.; and 469, Leather Supply Co., Inc., et al. vs. Luckenbach 
Steamship Co., Inc., at 10 o’clock a. m., standard time in each 
instance, as follows: 


No. 478, at Bellingham, Wash., June 13; No. 485, at Seattle, Wash., 
June 16; at Portland, Ore., June 20; at San Francisco, Calif., June 24; 
at Los Angeles, Calif., June 27; at New York, N. Y., July 11; No. 488, 
at Seattle, Wash., June 16; at New Orleans, La., July 2; at New York, 
N. Y., July 11; No. 476, at Portland, Ore., June 20; No. 469, at Los 
Angeles, Calif., June 27. 


the notice of hearing. 


CLEARANCE OF VESSELS 

A favorable report on H. R. 10672, a bill amending sec- 
tions 4197 and 4200 of the Revised Statutes, has been made 
to the House by Chairman Bland, of the committee on mer- 
chant marine and fisheries. The bill amends the law in ques- 
tion to provide that the Secretary of Commerce may formulate 
regulations permitting vessels to clear on the filing of an 
incomplete manifest and the posting of a bond in the penal 
sum of $1,000 on the condition that a complete manifest will 
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be filed not later than the fourth business day after the clear- 
ance of the vessels, and to permit vessels to clear without the 
filing of shippers’ manifests or export declarations on the con- 
dition that the shippers post a $1,000 bond maturing, if the 
proper manifests are not filed, within four days after the clear- 
ance of the vessel. 

Chairman Bland said the legislation was recommended for 
enactment by the Department of Commerce and that the 
amendments merely would make legal practices which had 
existed for many years but which had been questioned slightly 
in the last few months. The practice previously pursued and 
removed from the possibility of question by the bill, said 
Chairman Bland, was needed to meet the increasing competi- 
tion and exigencies of modern maritime business practices. 


MARINE HOURS OF SERVICE 


Representative O’Leary, of New York, has introduced H. R. 
10773, a bill amending section 2 of the act of March 4, 1915, by 
adding after the first sentence thereof the following: 


In all self-propelled vessels of over fifty brake, or indicated horse- 
power, of the United States (except fishing vessels and boats used ex- 
clusively for pleasure) ,® navigating the bays, bayous, rivers, sounds, 
harbors, lakes, and canals, the licensed and unlicensed personnel shall 
not be required to work more than forty-eight hours in any one week 
except in cases of emergency. 


Senator Shipstead has intrcduced S. 4108, a bill providing 
for an eight-hour day on tugs on the Great Lakes, between 
Gary, Ind., Duluth, Minn., Niagara Falls, N. Y., and Ogden- 
burg, N. Y. 





HIAWATHA’S THIRD BIRTHDAY 

The Milwaukee Road observed the third birthday anni- 
versary of its Hiawatha, streamlined steam passenger train 
between Chicago and the Twin Cities, May 29, with birthday 
cakes for the passengers aboard, and with “guest engineers” 
in the cabin. The guest engineers were pilots of the Burlington 
Route’s Zephyr and the Chicago and North Western’s 400, 
competing trains which make the Chicago-Twin City run in 
the same time as the Hiawatha. Nearly 900,000 paying pas- 
sengers have used the Hiawatha in the three years of its 
existence. 
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SHIPS CARRIED WINDMILLS TO PUMP BILGE WATER OUT OF THEIR 
HOLDS. “TlO CONSERVE PRECIOUS SPACE, THESE SHIP WINDMILLS 
WERE BUILT VERY SIMPLY } THEY EVEN LACKED RUDDERS, SAILORS 
WERE DELEGATED TO KEEP THESE WINDMILLS FACING THE WIND. 
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Questions and Answers 


N this column will be answered questions of both legal and practical 
nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter- 
state commerce law, who is a member of our special service department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. The same man, with long experience 
and wide knowledge, will answer questions relating to practical traffic prob- 


lems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him 
in his work. 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves a 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If a 
more comprehensive answer to a question is desired than is thought proper for 
this column. the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 


No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions 
from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 
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Motor Carriers—Routing and Misrouting 


Ohio.—Question: Will you kindly give us information on 
the following: 

We recently received a shipment from point A consigned 
to point C which required a transfer from our line to a con- 
necting line at point B. When this shipment was transferred 
to a connecting line, that line assessed the third class rate for 
a two-line haul. This was a motor carrier restriction in the 
tariff. The through charges were assessed on the basis of the 
third class rate in accordance with this provision. 

_ The consignee claims that if this shipment had been 
given to another line with whom we have no business contact 
they could have protected a fourth class through rate, which 
is In accordance with their restriction. This shipment, however, 
did not carry specific routing and was transferred to a line 
with whom we had a working arrangement. 

We know that in connection with shipments moving via 
railroad the railroad must protect the cheapest routing. How- 
ever, we can not find anything in the Motor Carrier Act that 
requires that motor carriers do the same. 

Will you please give us your view on this matter ? 

Answer: There being no provision in the Motor Carrier 
Act which gives the shipper the right to route his shipment 
and no provision which gives the Commission jurisdiction to 
award damages for the failure of a carrier to forward a ship- 
ment in accordance with the instructions of a shipper, the 
shipper’s remedy, if one exists, is an action at law in court. 

Section 217, paragraph (b) of the Motor Carrier Act pro- 
vides that published tariffs are to be strictly observed, but 
contains nothing which relates to the routing of a shipment. 

_ If the published tariff rate via the route over which the 
shipment moves is collected, there is no violation of paragraph 
(b) of Section 217, although there may be a misrouting of the 
shipment if the routing instructions of the shipper are not 
followed by the carrier. 

See the recent report and order recommended by Examiner 
M. B. Driscoll in MC C-63, Hausman Steel Co. vs. Seaboard 
Freight Lines, Inc., in which the examiner reaches the con- 
clusion that the Commission has no power to award reparation 
or to make findings as to misrouting and as to the reasonable- 


a of rates charged in the past under the Motor Carrier Act, 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Intermediate Rule Where 
Carrier Has More Than One Route Between Origin and 
Destination of Shipment 


Louisiana.—Question: A carrier has two routes over its 
own rails from point A to destination point Z. One route is 
via B, a distance of approximately 100 miles. The other route 
is about 115 miles, via D. Neither route involves a back haul 
in order to transport a shipment from A to Z. Please advise 
whether or not a shipment moving under tariff rates which are 
made subject to apply at intermediate points of destination, 
would be subject to apply at destinations via D as well as via B. 
When is a route considered circuitous enough to enable the 
carrier to evade or escape the intermediate rule. I refer spe- 
cifically to S. W. L. Tariff I. C. C. No. 2932. 

Answer: The Commission has held, in numerous cases, that 
in the absence of routing restrictions the intermediate rule 
will apply at points intermediate to the more distant point by 
all reasonably direct routes. Schaefer-Thompson Construction 
Co. vs. Chicago & N. W. Ry. Co., 161 I. C. C. 417; Toberman- 
Mackey vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co., 122 I. C. C. 299; Curtis 
Leather Ca. ve. A. 'T. &S. FF. Ry. Co, 151 1. CC. C. 6m; 
Smith vs. Ill. Cent. R. Co., 151 I. C. C. 541; Freeman Grain 
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Co. vs. Director-General, 68 I. C. C. 559. However, in Exall 
& Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co., 153 I. C. C. 115 and Bacon Bros. 
vs. I. H. B. R. R. Co., 1389 I. C. C. 53, the Commission holds 
that the rate to the more distant point will not apply via 
routes which are unduly circuitous. 

Further exceptions to the rule are that the route must be 
a reasonable one from an operating standpoint (San Luis Val- 
ley Chamber of Commerce vs. Davis, Director-General, 87 
I. C. C. 291), and that the use of the route must not result in 
a violation of the long-and-short haul provision of the fourth 
section (Dale Oil Refining Co. vs. C. G. W. R. Co., 177 I. C. C. 
154, which decision was based upon the decision in Great 
Northern Ry. Co. vs. Delmar Co., 283 U. S. 686, 51 S. Ct. 579). 
The Delmar case does not apply, however, if the carrier has 
fourth section relief over the route through B. See Gordon 
Candy Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line R. Co., 179 I. C. C. 609, 615. 

In Egbert-Hay-Fobes Co. vs. Grand Trunk Ry. System, 
179 I. C. C. 603, 606, the Commission stated that it had not 
attempted to fix a definite standard by which to determine 
what constitutes an unreasonably circuitous route; that each 
case must be decided upon the facts shown. 


Damages—Storage Charges on Goods Refused and Returned 
for Repairs 


New York.—Question: A shipment moving rail-water to 
Jacksonville, Fla., on arrival was refused by the customer on 
account it was claimed to be in bad condition, which claim 
necessitated approximately two weeks to straighten out through 
correspondence, which finally ended in our giving authorization 
to the steamship company to return to us that material re- 
jected account of claimed damaged and we received freight 
bill charging actual rate of freight on material from Jackson- 
ville, Fla., to our mill and on the same freight bill was in- 
cluded the amount of approximately $60 for storage. 

Can the steamship company or carriers involved assess us 
storage on material held for disposition for the time the mate- 
rial was in their possession until the claim was settled up, 
which you will agree, takes a little time by correspondence, as 
naturally the customer refused the shipment, claiming the 
material was in bad condition, and the steamship company 
claimed the material in good condition, which takes time to 
straighten out such conditions, which time we feel should be 
free, for after all, the material has to lay somewhere until 
agreement between carrier and receiver is made and disposition 
given. 

Answer: Although there is some authority to the contrary, 
where the goods are injured during transportation, or part of 
them are lost, the consignee, it is said, cannot abandon the 
consignment and sue for the full value, but must accept the 
goods as tendered and sue for damage. Myer vs. Vicksburg 
R. Co., 6 Sou. 218; Morell vs. Northern Central R. Co. (N. Y.), 
16 Hun. 585; Freeman vs. Weir, 94 N. Y. S. 327; Central of 
Ga. R. Co. vs. Montmollen, 39 Sou. 820; Parsons vs. U. S. Ex- 
press Co., 123 N. W. 776; Reason vs. Detroit, etc., R. Co., 113 
N. W. 596; C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. vs. Bement-Rea Co., 154 
N. E. 32; Crinnella vs. Northwestern Pac. R. Co., 259 Pac. 774; 
Patterson vs. R. Co. 195 S. W. 1163, and R. Co. vs. Novet, 199 
S. W. 496. 

Where goods are injured in transportation the measure 
of damages is the difference between the market value at des- 
tination in the condition in which the goods are received and 
their market value in an uninjured condition. 

It being the duty of the consignee to receive goods which 
are damaged in transportation unless the injury to the goods 
is such that they have no value for the purpose for which 
originally intended, it is our opinion, that storage charges may 
lawfully be collected by a carrier where storage charges have 
accrued pending the disposition of the goods. See in this 
connection the decision of the Commission in Atwater & Co. 
vs. Michigan Central R. Co., 107 I. C. C. 491, in which the 
Commission held that the degradation of a commodity was 
not an error but an incident of loss and damage over which the 
Commission has no jurisdiction and that therefore demurrage 
charges were legally assessed and not unreasonable where the 
consignee refused the shipment. 


State Versus Interstate 


Massachusetts.—Question: Will you kindly furnish your 
opinion of the following: 

A shipment is forwarded from one point to another in the 
same state by motor. The carrier has operating rights both 
state and interstate. For convenience of operation the shipment 
is handled interstate. Is this a state or interstate shipment? 

The writer understands that under Part I of the Act a ship- 
ment so traveling by rail would be an interstate one, but where 
a motor truck has the option of using two routes and uses for 
his own convenience one which goes out of the corner of the 
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state and then comes back again, a doubt has arisen in the 
writer’s mind as to whether or not this is really an interstate 
shipment. ; 

Answer: The Commission has held that where a shipment 
moves by rail between two points in the same state but via 
a route which requires transportation through another state 
the traffic is interstate in character. There appears to be no 
basis for an exception to this ruling in so far as transporta- 
tion by motor carrier is concerned. ite 

We are unable to locate a decision of the Commission 
which relates to transportation by motor carrier. 


Delivery by Carriers—Effect of Qualified Receipt Given by 
Consignee 


illinois —Question: We would very much appreciate your 
opinion on the following matter: we 

We received a truck load of merchandise, consisting of sev- 
eral hundred pieces, via a contract carrier on an interstate 
movement from Atlanta to Chicago, which required unloading 
in the open in our yards. Eat 

Shipment was unloaded under adverse weather conditions 
and the count of the pieces resulted in a number exceeding 
that of the packing list. Both the driver and our receiving 
clerk admitted, at the time, the possibility of an error in the 
count, but did not desire a recount because of the extreme cold 
and rain. The driver agreed to have us sign his delivery re- 
ceipt “subject to recount.” 

The following day our recount showed instead, a shortage, 
but the carrier disallowed our claim because he states we have 
no authority to receive a truck load shipment subject to a 
recount. 

Please advise us if a shipment can be received under the 
above conditions, when the first count does not coincide with 
the delivery receipt or packing list, and an immediate recount 
is not possible because of unfavorable weather. 

Answer: In Mears vs. Railroad Company (Conn.), 52 Atl. 
610, it was held that a “clear” receipt by a consignee is a mere 
piece of evidence, and does not preclude him from afterwards 
proving the goods were in fact damaged when received from 
the carrier. 

This ruling is similar to that under which the carrier may 
show that, notwithstanding the statement in a bill of lading 
that a certain amount of freight was received for transpor- 
tation or that the freight was in good order at the time of its 
delivery to the carrier, the amount stated in the bill of lading 
was not in fact received or that the freight was not in good 
order when tendered to the carrier for transportation. 

In our opinion, the consignee in the instant case, is not 
precluded from showing that there was a shortage in the 
amount of goods covered by the receipt therefor, and the quali- 
fied receipt given and accepted by the carrier is a factor in his 
favor. 

Delivery—Express Companies 


Pennsylvania.—Question: What constitutes delivery by ex- 
press where no free delivery is maintained? 

Express companies in their capacity as common carriers, 
are generally required to make personal delivery. 

A shipment is sent to a small station where delivery is 
not maintained and consignee is notified by written notice that 
the goods are being held for delivery at consignee’s risk. 

The general usage is that express companies hold them- 
selves out to make personal delivery and where no delivery has 
been made the express company is still acting as a common 
carrier, until a legal delivery is made. 

A legal delivery is not made until the goods have been 
delivered to the consignee. 


The shipment was stolen from the station before consignee 
called for them. Is the express company liable as a common 
carrier or as a warehouseman? 

Would Packard vs. Earl, 113 Mass., 280 apply or is that 
decision ‘Archaic’ ? 

Answer: Ordinarily an express company is not only re- 
quired, as a common carrier, to transport the goods to the 
place of destination, but the further duty is also enjoined on 
it to deliver the goods to the consignee at his residence or 
place of business. And it has been held that delivery of an 
express shipment at the consignee’s correct address to the per- 
son in charge does not amount to a misdelivery, although a 
different address was marked on the package. Until reasonable 
effort to deliver in person has been made, the express com- 
pany remains liable as carrier. Nevertheless, the rule is sub- 
ject to qualifications. A delivery in accordance with the rule 
stated may be waived by the consignee, as where there is an 
offer to make delivery which which is declined by the consignee 
in order to serve his own convenience. And the contract of 
carriage may be modified essentially by express agreement or 
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by circumstances from which an intention of the parties can 
be clearly gathered to change the usual incidents of the con- 
tract so as to put an end to the responsibility of the express 
company as soon as the goods are transported by it to a par- 
ticular terminus. Usage also will sometimes relieve the express 
company from actual delivery at the residence or place of 
business of the consignee, as where it is the well settled custom 
at small way stations, where the business will not jusiify the 
keeping of special delivery messengers and wagons, to give no- 
tice to the owner and to deliver at the express office (Sou. 
Express Co. vs. Holland (Ala.) 19 Sou. 66; Gulliver vs. Adams 
Express Co., 38 Ill. 503; Mierson vs. Hope, 32 N. Y. Super. 
561); and it has been held that, even in cities, delivery districts 
may be established, beyond the limits of which deliveries need 
not be made. (State vs. Adams Express Co. (Ind.), 85 N. E. 
337; Bullard vs. American Express Co. (Mich.), 65 N. W. 551.) 
However, any custom or usage of the character under consid- 
eration must be reasonable, and it must be of such long con- 
tinuation, uniformity, and notoriety as to justify the belief that 
it was known to the owner. Delivery should be made during 
business hours. 


Damages—Delay in Transportation 


California.—Question: Will you kindly give us your opin- 
ion and, if possible, reference to decisions that will assist us 
in the following loss and damage claims. 

A carload of grapes shipped from California to a Colorado 
destination was delayed 24 hours by the carrier. Previous to 
the scheduled arrival of the car, one half of it was sold to 
another jobber for arrival on a certain day, but due to the 
delay this customer would not complete the transaction unless 
an allowance was made. The allowance was made and the 
deal completed, causing a loss to us. The carrier admits the 
delay, but due to the fact that the United States Department 
of Agriculture Market Report for the two days in question 
showed no decline, they will not consider our claim, even 
though we have substantiated the fact that we made a loss 
on the car. 

A carload of lettuce shipped from California to an Okla- 
homa destination was delayed a day by the carrier. The car- 
riers admit the delay, but due to the fact that the United 
States Department of Agriculture Market Report for the two 
days in question shows the same prices, namely, $4.25, they 
will not consider our claim even though we can substantiate 
the fact that we had a loss on the car. 

Answer: A carrier is liable in damages for delay in the 
transportation of goods only when the delay is unreasonable. 
Furthermore, unless the goods were injured as the result of 
unreasonable delay thereto, damages may be recovered only 
for depreciation in the market value of the goods, unless 
notice is given the carrier at the time the goods are tendered 
to the carrier for transportation that special damages will 
result unless the goods are transported with promptness. 

For unreasonable delay in the transportation of nearly all 
classes of goods, the shipper is entitled to recover the differ- 
ence between the market value of the goods at the time and 
place at which delivery should have been made, and their mar- 
ket value when delivery was actually made. In the nature of 
things, such damage, it is said, is deemed to have been within 
the contemplation of the parties at the time the contract was 
made, as a probable consequence of an unreasonable delay. 

There appear to be no special circumstances which would 
warrant a recovery of the amount of the allowance made to 
the consignee. 


Reconsignment of Less-Than-Carload Shipments 


INlinois—Question: On October 23, 1936, we forwarded 
36 boxes, weighing 5176 Ibs. consigned to X Steamship Co., 
New Orleans, La., for reforwarding via water to San Fran- 
cisco, Calif. 

Again on October 28, 1936, we forwarded 24 boxes weigh- 
ing 4581 Ibs. consigned to the X Steamship Co., New Orleans, 
La., for reforwarding to Los Angeles, Calif. 

When these two shipments arrived at New Orleans, they 
could not be delivered to the steamship company because of 
the longshoremen strike, and we received a telephone call 
from our local agent asking permission to reforward all-rail, 
which was granted. 

We have had considerable correspondence with the Y 
Railroad since that date with reference to their balance due 
freight bills dated December 18, 1936, for $60.71 covering ship- 
ment forwarded to San Francisco, Calif., and freight bill dated 
February 9, 1938, for $39.85 covering additional charges in 
shipment to Los Angeles, Calif., and we have contended that 
these were not reconsigned at New Orleans but routing changed 
only, and that through rates from point A to San Francisco 
and Los Angeles as paid by us should be assessed, but they are 
insisting that we pay the local rate from point A to New 
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Orleans, plus the local rate from New Orleans to San Francisco 
and Los Angeles. 

For your information we are attaching their balance due 
freight bill, together with copies of our original bills of lading, 
and we will appreciate hearing from you if, in your opinion, 
these additional charges are due the Y Railroad and if so, on 
what authority. 

Answer: Under the Interstate Commerce Act, a carrier 
may be required to comply with shipper’s instructions relative 
to diversion or reconsignment only under proper tariff provi- 
sions. See Strobel Company vs. Illinois Central R. R. Co., 
38 I. C. C. 707, 708; also the Commission’s opinion in Kern & 
Sons vs. Chicago, M. & St. P. Ry. Co., 40 I. C. C. 552, 554, in 
which case the Commission said that carriers subject to the 
act, may not lawfully extend reconsignment without tariff 
authority. See, also in this connection, Consolidated Rendering 
Co. vs. B. & M. R. R. Co., 77 I. C. C. 101 

It seems apparent that in the absence of a tariff provision 
question, the carriers should assess the local rate from origin 
authorizing the reconsignment of a shipment such as that in 
to diversion point, plus the local rate from diversion point to 
point of final destination. 


Damaged—“Reconditioned” Eggs 


District of Columbia.—Question: A carload shipment of 


eggs was received at destination in partially damaged condi- 
tion. Carrier claims that the “reconditioned eggs’ are “un- 
damaged eggs.” The shipper states ‘actual experience has 
demonstrated that high quality eggs suffer a loss in market- 
able value because of this subjection to rehandling after dam- 
age.” (This means broken yolks, etc.) Shipper also claims 
he is obliged to accept lower prices for eggs thus rehandled 
and that loss was directly attributable to the damage of the 
shipment, and has felt justified in filing claim against car- 
riers; the claims being based upon the difference between the 
market value of shipment in good condition as compared with 
the price available after shipment has been reconditioned. 

Is the shipper justified in insisting upon the carrier to 
pay such claims and can you cite any authority that will aid 
the shipper in support of his contention? 

Answer: We can locate no decision in which the question 
you raise was at issue. Our opinion is, however, that if it 
can be shown by competent evidence that reconditioned eggs 
have a lesser value when sold in the market at point of 
destination, the carrier can be held liable for the deprecia- 
tion in the market value, if the result of its negligence in 
the transportation of the eggs. See Wilson Poultry & Egg Co. 
vs. Missouri Pac. Ry. Co., 215 Pacific 1020. 
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Doings of the Traffic Clubs 





J. Russell Wait, director of the port of Houston, spoke on 
“Our Port, Its Services, Facilities and Tonnage,” at a luncheon 
meeting of the Traffic Club of Houston at the Rice Hotel May 
31. S. G. Reed, chairman of the club’s educational committee, 
had charge of the meeting. 





The Cincinnati Traffic Club will hold a golf outing at the 
Dearborn Country Club, Lawrenceburg-Aurora, Ind., June 9. 
L. E. Sauer is chairman of the committee in charge. The club’s 
annual golf tournament will be held at Clovernook Country 
Club July 14. 


The annual basket picnic of the New Orleans Traffic Club 
will be held at Morgan’s Pool, Abita Springs, La., June 19. 
H. J. Breitenbach and P. J. Stenger have been named chair- 
man and vice-chairman, respectively of a committee to organize 
a club bowling league. 

Members of the Traffic Club of Chicago will make a trip 
to Fort Wayne, Ind., and return June 7 aboard the new Broad- 
way Limited of the Pennsylvania Railroad, which will be placed 
in regular service between New York and Chicago June 15. 
The train will leave Chicago at 10:00 a. m., daylight saving 
time, and arrive on its return trip at Chicago at 5:00 p. m. 
Luncheon will be served at the Shrine Temple in Fort Wayne. 


George W. Good, freight agent, Pennsylvania Railroad, 
Lancaster, Pa., was elected president of the Traffic Club of 
Lancaster at the annual meeting and dinner of that club at 
the Elks Home, May 23. The following other officers were 
elected: Vice-president, Lester G. Balmer; secretary and 
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treasurer, R. Elwood Good; members of the board of gov- 
ernors, C. F. Witmyer, C. B. Weise, D. W. Lynch, Robert Posey 
and Joseph Holzwarth. Mr. Witmyer was chosen to be chair- 
man of the board. At the dinner, Con McCole, humorist- 
philosopher, Wilkes-Barre, Pa., was the speaker. H. M. Hoover, 
employment manager, Armstrong Cork Company, was toast- 
master. 

The Transportation Club of Springfield, Ill., will hold its 
annual golf outing and play day June 15. Golf will be at Oak- 
crest Country Club in the morning, and luncheon and dinner 
will be served at Fisher’s Inn. There will be games and sports 
in the afternoon. 





W. C. Bergmann, general manager, southwest district 
National Carloading Corporation, was installed as president of 
the Traffic Club of St. Louis, June 2, 
the youngest man ever to attain that 
honor. He began work at the age of 
14 with the Missouri-Kansas-Texas, 
and after a number of years with that 
railroad and the Missouri Pacific, went 
with the Universal Carloading and Dis- 
tributing Company. He served that 
company as general freight agent at 
Kansas City and later returned to St. 
Louis as local manager for Commerce 
Freight. When that company merged 
with others to form the National Car- 
loading Company, he was retained as 
manager and, shortly after, made gen- 
eral manager. He has held other offices 
in the St. Louis club and is especially 
interested in its educational work. 
Others elected to serve with him in- 
clude: First vice-president, Frank Mul- 
livan, vice-president and traffic manager, Crunden Martin Manu- 
facturing Company; second vice-president, C. B. Sudborough, 
assistant vice-president, Pennsylvania Railroad; third vice- 
president, E. F. Ledwidge, general traffic manager, Granite 
City Steel Company; fourth vice-president, H. L. Hammill, 
general agent, Chicago and North Western; fifth vice-persident, 
W. A. Vahle, traffic manager, Monsanto Chemical Company; 
members of the board of directors, J. J. Hoban, traffic manager, 
Hunter Packing Company; J. H. Williams, St. Louis, manager, 
Decatur Cartage Company; V. J. Graffigna traffic manager, 
Grove Laboratories; W. H. Knobeloch, traffic manager, Cotton 
Belt Railway; W. H. Rabe, general agent, Missouri Pacific. 
The following have been appointed chairmen of standing com- 
mittees: Annual dinner, H. S. Snow, vice-president and traffic 
manager, American Zinc, Lead and Smelting Company; educa- 
tional, H. F. Klocker, assistant traffic manager, Monsanto 
Chemical Company; membership, C. F. Hallenbeck, vice-presi- 
dent, Southwest Supply Company; entertainment, P. A. Spiegel- 
berg, assistant general freight agent, Wabash Railway; lunch- 
eon, J. H. Gass, traffic manager, Wohl Shoe Company; reception, 
C. W. Wheeler, general agent, Kansas City Southern; public 
affairs, Carl Giessow, director of traffic; St. Louis Chamber of 
Commerce; publicity, Sherman E. Wilson, traffic manager, 
Lambert Chemical Company; auditing, F. J. Lawler, traffic 
manager, St. Louis-San Francisco; music, B. E. Lemen, freight 
traffic representative, Canadian National-Grand Trunk; sick, 
A. J. Zimmerman, representative, Delaware, Lackawanna and 
Western. 





W. L. Thornton, Jr., traffic manager, Port of New York 
Authority, will speak on “Port Protection of the Port of New 
York” at a forum meeting of the Traffic Club of Newark, N. 
J., at the Essex House June 13. Motion pictures, ‘The Con- 
quest of the Hudson,” will be shown. The club will observe 
father and son night at a meeting at the Chamber of Com- 
merce Auditorium June 6. It will hold a golf outing at White 
Beeches Country Club, Haworth, N. J., June 22. 


The Transportation Club of Peoria, Ill., will hold its annual 
outing June 16. There will be golf in the morning at the Mt. 
Hawley Country Club, and sports and games in the afternoon 
at Shore Acres Country Club, Chillicothe, Ill. A cafeteria 
dinner of fried chicken will be served. H. P. Bates is chair- 
man of the committee in charge. 





The Jersey City Traffic Club will hold its annual outing at 
Singer’s Grove, Springfield, N. J., June 25. There will be a 
baseball game between teams representing the Jersey City 
club and the Newark Traffic Club. Dinner will be served. 
Harry Reagan, chairman, and the club’s entertainment com- 
mittee, are in charge of arrangements. N. J. Edwards, traffic 
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manager, Barrett Manufacturing Company, spoke on “Formal 
Procedure Before the Interstate Commerce Commission” at 
the club’s May meeting at the Top Hat Hotel, Union City, N. 
J. D. T. Lamond, treasurer, Lee and Simmons Lighterage 
Company, introduced the speaker. 


The Traffic Club of Baltimore will hold its annual outing 
at Crystal Beach on the Magothy June 8. There will be base- 
ball, bowling, swimming and other sports and games. A 
chicken dinner will be served. On June 29 members of the 
club will make an inspection tour of the American Brewery. 

The annual outing of the Traffic Club of Fort Worth was 
held at Glen Garden Country Club June 4. There was golf, 
cards and other games in the afternoon, and dancing after 
dinner in the evening. A. H. Sanders was chairman of the 
outing committee. 


R. B. Calkins, associate professor of economics, dean of 
the college of commerce, University of California, will speak 
on “What Is Required in the Form of Education to Carry on 
a Progressive Development of All Forms of Transportation?” 
at an educational meeting of the Pacific Traffic Association of 
San Francisco at the Engineers’ Club June 9. O. Homer Bry- 
ant, locomotive engineer, Western Pacific, related some of his 
experiences at a meeting of the club’s Tuesday traffic forum 
May 31. 


At a meeting of the Junior Traffic Club of Chicago, at the 
Palmer House June 2, Phil Hamsun, railway editor, Chicago 
Tribune, interviewed members of the train crews of the Broad- 
way Limited and the Twentieth Century Limited, Chicago- 
New York trains of the Pennsylvania and the New York Cen- 
tral, respectively, new equipment for which will be placed in 
service June 15. Those interviewed included: H. D. Allen, 
road foreman of engines, Pennsylvania; R. Bosca, dining car 
steward, Pennsylvania; Jose Manzano, pullman porter, Penn- 
sylvania; L. S. Wilson, locomotive engineer, New York Cen- 
tral; Tom O’Grady, dining car steward, New York Central; 
M. A. Pierson, pullman porter, New York Central, and H. V. 
Sherman, assistant general manager of works, the Pullman 
Company. C. E. McCullough, general passenger agent, Penn- 
sylvania, and F. H. Baird, passenger traffic manager, New 
York Central, spoke briefly. At the meeting, Curtis C. Byrne, 
chairman of the club’s water transportation and foreign trade 
committee, outlined plans for continuing the issuance of 
monthly bulletins by his committee containing up-to-date infor- 
mation on water transportation and foreign trade. He sug- 
gested that an exchange of such bulletins among similar com- 
mittees of other clubs could be made of value to traffic club 
members throughout the country. 


The following officers were elected at a meeting of the 
Charlotte, N. C., Traffic and Transportation Club May 27: 
President, T. E. Rea, president American Brokerage and Ware- 
house Company; first vice-president, district freight agent, 
Clinchfield Railroad; second vice-president, A. C. Crowley, 
traffic manager, Atlantic and Pacific Food Stores; members 
of the board of governors, F. A. Greene, Interstate Milling 
Company; W. P. Hickey, Seaboard Air Line Railway; L. F. 
Crenshaw, Piedmont and Northern; F. D. Stephens, Charlotte 
Pipe and Foundry Company; F. J. Beatty, Standard Bonded 
Warehouse Company; J. L. Howard, Seaboard Air Line; C. B. 
Walker, Southern Railway; H. A. Womack, Southern Freight 
Company; F. H. McIntyre, Carolina Truck and Trailer Com- 
pany; R. H. Garland, G. & H. Transit Company. 





The Traffic Club of Wichita will hold its annual golf tour- 
nament and picnic at West Links Golf Club June 16. Bill Pitts 
is chairman of the committee in charge of golf and Harold 
Byerly of the picnic committee. 


Marshal Stimson, Los Angeles attorney, will deliver an 
illustrated lecture on “Clipper Ships” at an educational meet- 
ing of the Los Angeles Transportation Club at the Pacific Elec- 
tric Building June 6. Dinner will be served. 


KEYSTONE TRANSPORTATION COMPANY CASE 


The Commission, by devision 5, in MC 1898, Keystone 
Transportation Company, Youngstown, Ohio, contract carrier 
application, and related cases, stayed the orders therein pend- 
ing its further order and announced that that case would be 
further argued June 20-21. At the same time it announced 
that it would hear arguments on those days on questions per- 
taining to the scope of permits issued to contract carriers and 
the limitations that might be placed in such permits. It desig- 
nated a number of questions along that line on which it would 
hear arguments as well as on related or somilar questions. 
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Docket of the Commission 
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NOTE—Items in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have 
been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. New assign- 
ments now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein 
shown will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change In 
this docket will be noted elsewhere. 


June 6—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 50777—Clarence C. Sloand. 
MC 53202—Application of L. E. Ott Delivery, Tonawanda, N. Y., for 
certificate or permit. 
MC 62516, Sub. 1—Application of John Fairclough, Buffalo, N. Y., 
for permit to extend operations. 


June 6—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court Rooms—Joint Board 103: 
MC 87012—Application of C. A. Ross, agent, Gastonia, N. C., for 
license. 
June 6—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court Rooms—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC Se enention of L. L. Robinson, Bessemer City, N. C., for 
certificate. 


MC 43608—Application of C. A. Ross, Agent, Inc., Gastonia, N. C., 
for certificate. 


June 6—Denver, Colo.—State Com.—Examiner Corcoran: 


Yt 


* 1. & S. 4439—Commodities from Colorado to Utah. 


June 6—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Com.—Joint Board 74: 
MC 88222—Application of Ray Straw Trucking Co., Hummels Wharf, 
Pa., for certificate. 
MC 88289—Application H.C. Gabler, Chambersburg, Pa., for certificate. 
MC 88362—Application J. G. Daley, Littlestone, Pa., for certificate. 
MC 88417—Application of Preston L. Lawton, Muncy, Pa., for permit. 
MC 88418—Application P. L. Lawton, Muncy, Pa., for certificate. 
MC 88573—Application of Roy A. Gessner, Pillow, Pa., for certificate. 
June 6—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Baltimore—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 88820—Application of Harvester Transport Service, Kansas City, 
Mo., for certificate. 


June 6—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Jt. Bds. 3, 159, 222: 
Mc 50914—Application of Childrens Bus Service, Inc., Brooklyn, N. 
Y., for permit. 
MC 47486 and MC 47487—Applications of Austin & Melinette, Inc., 
Brooklyn, N. Y., for certificate and permit. 
MC 74634, Sub. 1—Application of Fordham Bus Corporation, New 
York, N. Y., for certificate to extend operations. 


June 6—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Naftalin: 
MC 78092—Application of Charles Bleich, New York, N. Y., for cer- 
tificate or permit. 
MC 78093—Application of Bleich Motor Lines, Inc., New York, N. Y., 
for license. 
June 6—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Hendon: 


* MC-F 581—Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc., Purchase, Earl H 
Daniel. 


June 6—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Examiner Stephan: 
MC 51009—Application of Washington Freight Brokers, Wenatchee 
Wash., for license. 


MC 88433—Application of Dependable Delivery & Storage Co., Inc., 
Seattle, Wash., for certificate. 


June 6—Seattie, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Joint Board 237: 
MC 88777, Sub. 1—Application of Point Roberts Auto Freight, Point 
Roberts, Wash., for cerificae. 


June 6—Springfield, Mo.—U. S. Court Room—Examiner Higgins: 
MC-F 578—Frisco Transportation Co., purchase, Joseph D. Cooper. 


June 7—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 14187—Application of Barth Carting Co., Buffalo, N. Y., for cer- 
tificate or permit. 
MC 10172—Application of Claude L. Hayes & Son, Buffalo, N. Y., for 
certificate or permit. 
MC 17453—Application of Hulbert Forwarding Co., Inc., Buffalo, N. 
Y., for certificate or permit. 


June 7—Dover, Del.—Richardson Hotel—Joint Board 272: 
MC 88935—Application of Eastern Shore Stages, Inc., Selbyville, Del., 
for certificate. 


June 7—Dubuque, la.—U. S. Court Rooms—Examiner Cunningham: 
MC 35903—Application of Key City Transfer & Refrigerator Line, 
Dubuque, Ia., for certificate or permit. 


June 7—Dubuque, la.—U. S. Court Rooms—Joint Board 92: 
MC 12051—Application of James A. Meader, Dubuque, Ia., for license. 
June 7—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Com.—Jt. Bds. 199, 206, 67: 
MC 88340—Application of Drawbaugh and Clouser, Harrisburg, Pa., 
for permit. 
MC 88617—Application of Ada S. Foreman, Elizabethtown, Pa., for 
permit. 
MC 88721—Application H. D. Miller, Gettysburg, Pa., for permit. 
MC 77874—Application of Alvin D. Frey, Hanover, Pa., for certificate 
or permit. 
June 7—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Baltimore—Joint Board 36: 
MC 30796—Merle Paul. 
June 7—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Baltimore—Joint Board 179: 
MC 61616, Sub. 1—Missouri Pacific Transportation Co. 
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Dairy Industry 


Through its policy of 
encouraging the raising of 
better dairy stock along its 
transcontinental route, 
the Great Northern Rail- 
way has aided the North- 
west region to become the 
nation’s foremost producer 
of quality dairy products. 
Today, the Great Northern 
continues its program of 
co-operating with industry 
by providing fast and de- 
pendable shipping facilities 
- - - and, on this basis of 
ability to serve efficiently, 
it solicits business from 
shippers and travelers. 





Ftoute ofthe EMPIRE BUILDER 


SEE YOUR GREAT NORTHERN AGENT FOR FREIGHT AND TRAVEL SERVICE 


C)VANCOUVER , B.C. OR Ti iliase 
GRAND FORKS 
DULUTH 


PORTLAND MINNEAPOLIS AO CHICAGO 
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June 7—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Joint Board 159: 
MC 38811—Application of Enterprise Trucking Corporation, Long Is- 
land City, N. Y., for certfficate or permit. 
MC 88004—Application of Walling Trucking Corporation, New York, 
N. Y., for permit. 
MC 88582—Application of Triano Trucking Co., Belleville, N. J., for 
certificate. 


MC 88690—Application of Diamond Trucking Co., Brooklyn, N. Y., 
for certificate. 


June 7—Roanoke, Va.—Patrick Henry Hotel—Examiner Hendon: 
MC-F 577—Mundy Motor Lines, purchase, R. W. Johnson and C. B. 
Miller. 
June 7—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Joint Board 45: 
MC 40626, Sub. 1—Application of Leslie A. Moore, Seattle, Wash., 
for certificate to extend operations. 


June 7—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Joint Board 5: 
* MC 34383—Application of Pacific Refrigerated Motor Line, Seattle, 
Wash., for certificate or permit. 


June 7—St. Louis, Mo.—Coronado Hotel—Examiner Higgins: 
MC-F 572—Automobile Shippers, Inc., purchase, Associated Trans- 
ports, Inc., et al. 


June 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Way: 
Fourth Section Application 17154 and 17198—Canadian class rates. 
Fourth Section Application 17337—Canadian class rates. 
Fourth Section Application 17195—Ocean Steamship Co. of Savannah. 


June 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 28088 and Sub. 1—Application of C. C. Wood, Broadway, Va., 
for certificate or permit and to extend operations. 


June 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Wilkinson: 
Finance 10992—New York, New Haven & Hartford reorganization. 


June 8—Brownsville, Tex.—U. S. Court Rooms—Examiner Booth: 
1. & S. M-349—Onions and canned goods, export and coastwise, Texas 
points. 
June 8—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 11899—Application of Frank E. Churchill, Akron, N. Y., for cer- 
tificate or permit. 
MC 50625—Application of C. Patrick, Niagara Falls, N. Y., for cer- 
tificate. 
Mc 86098—Arthur Freed. 
MC 33793—Application of William J. Wruck, Buffalo, N. Y., for cer- 
tificate or permit. 


June 8—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Examiner Higgins: 
MC-F 574—Interstate Motor Freight System, purchase, Eastern Mich- 
igan Trucking Co. (Arthur Kiernan, receiver). 
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June 8—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Com.—Jt. Bds. 65, 67, 255: 
MC 88166—Application Wm. Colangelo, Dunmore, Pa., for certificate. 
MC 12083—Application of James H. Wilson, York, Pa., for license. 
MC 88346—Application G. F. Hartzell, Harrisburg, Pa., for permit. 
June 8—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Baltimore—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 86593—Merle Paul. 


June 8—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Joint Board 159: 
MC 80431 and MC 80432—Applications of William T. Mitchell, Inc., 
Brooklyn, N. Y., for certificate and permit. 
June 8—Washington, D. C.—Commissioners Lee, Eastman and Rogers 
and Examiner Parker: 
Ex Parte MC 21—Motor carrier rates in central territory. 
1. & S. M-278—Rates in central territory. 
June 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Glover: 
Fourth Section Application 17210—Sewage sludge from Chicago, IIl. 


June 9—Brownsville, Tex.—U. S. Court Rooms—Joint Board 77: 
MC 50059—R. E. Alley, dba Valley Forwarding & Receiving Co. 
June 9—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 64110—Application of Benjamin J. Fisher, Warsaw, N. Y., for 
certificate or permit. 
MC 65541, Sub. 1—Application of Metropolitan Convoy Corporation, 
Buffalo, N. Y., for certificate to extend operations. 
MC 73319—Application of George C. Ludwig, Dunkirk, N. Y., for cer- 
tificate or permit. 
June 9—Greenville, S. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 80380, Sub. 1—Application of Palmetto Truck Lines, Inc., Green- 
ville, S. C., for certificate to extend operations. 
June 9—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Com.—Examiner Proudley: 
MC 34518—Application of Peters Trucking Co., York, Pa., for cer- 
tificate or permit. 
MC 72057 and Sub. 1—Application of T. C. Heffelfinger, Myerstown, 
Pa., for certificate and to extend operations. 
MC 88486—Application W. R. Lynch, Chambersburg, Pa., certificate. 
June 9—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Baltimore—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 50763—Leo Studer. 
June 9—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Maidens and 
Joint Board 159: 
MC 58937 and MC 58968—Applications of H. E. Swezey & Son Motor 
Transportation, Inc., Eastport, N. Y., for certificate or permit. 
MC 59192—Application of Swezey’s Freight Line, Inc., Eastport, N. 
Y., for certificate or permit. 
June 9—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Jt. Bds. 45 and 79: 
MC 88712—Application R. D. Proctor, Renton, Wash., for certificate. 
June 9—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Carter: 
27896—Island Creek Coal Co. et al. vs. C. & O. 


(Continued on page 1330) 


Consolidated Freight Lines, Inc. 


COMMON CARRIER ICC Doc. No. 42487 


PORTLAND, ORE. 2029'N. W. Quimby St 


Tel.— Broadway 2474 
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C.O.D. SERVICE: It is believed that Consolidated 
Freight Lines, Inc., again ranks first in procuring a $10,000 
C.O.D. bond for the protection of ALL INTERSTATE 
SHIPPERS. This special service feature furnishes com- 
plete assurance that C.0.D. shipments will be well taken 
care of if routed via CONSOLIDATED between the 


points in the eight states served from the Great Lakes to 
the Pacific Coast 


EQUIPMENT: 248 straight trucks; 122 trailers; 17 semi- 
trailers; 26 tractors. 


INSURANCE: Cargo, $20,000 per truck or trailer, limit 
$50,000; $5,000 theft; Public Liability exceeding State & 
Federal Requirements; Property Damage, limit $50,000. 
POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION: Shipments may be consigned for 
distribution to, or in care of, the Consolidated Freight Lines, 
Inc., at points on its own lines. When such shipments are 
billed to Consolidated Freight Lines, Inc., for distribution to 
points on its own lines or beyond, shippers shall furnish 
carrier with the distribution sheets at the time of tendering 
shipments. Deliveries will be made in accordance with the 
distribution sheets. for which service a charge will be made 
to cover cost of unloading, segregating and reloading. 
Member: Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau; Inter- 
mountain-Coast Motor Freight Tariff Bureau. 


Save Time and Expense 


BY PLACING ONE PHONE CALL 
FOR ALL YOUR TRUCK SHIPMENTS 
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Out Where 
the Way Is Clear 





With blue water—hundreds of miles of it—for a 
right of way, Great Lakes Transit Corporation 
ships “make” all the important Great Lakes gate- 
ways to major markets. Of importance to most 
shippers, transportation costs between points in 
the northern half of the United States are, by vir- 
tue of G. L. T. C. lake-and-rail and all-water 
rates, at a level where they are a big help to sales 
and trafic departments. 


Service to and from Chicago and Milwaukee is 
again in effect this year in addition to our famed 
Lake Superior Division. That broadens the ter- 
ritory in which you can use G. L. T. C. service. 


All of the advantages of the Great Lakes bluc- 
water highway are available through the use of 
G. L. T. C. ships, with assurance of safe, depend- 
able, scheduled delivery at the port nearest your 
market. 


GREAT LAKES 
TRANSIT CORPORATION 


BUFFALO NEW YORK 


PRINCIPAL PORTS: 
Buffalo Erie Cleveland Detroit Windsor, Ontario Chicago Milwaukee 
Sault Ste. Marie Houghton Duluth Superior, Wisconsin 
OFF-LINE OFFICES: 


Boston New York Philadelphia Pittsburgh Minneapolis St. Paul 
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Personal Notes 





L. E. Chalenor, secretary of the Southern Freight Asso- 
ciation, Atlanta, has retired after 56 years in transportation, 
the last 22 of which were with the association. Roy Pope has 
been appointed secretary to succeed him. Wade D. Cook has 
been appointed a member of the association’s standing rate 
committee to succeed E. K. Bryan, who has retired, and F. D. 
Miller has been appointed agent for the Southern Freight Tariff 
Bureau. 

F. D. Robinson has been appointed commercial agent; J. J. 
Kelly traveling freight agent, and B. E. Geeslin, chief clerk, on 
the staff of the newly opened office of the Central of Georgia 
in New Orleans, La. 

A. E. Lloyd has been appointed assistant general manager, 
New York Central lines west and the Ohio Central lines, with 
headquarters at Cleveland, O. He succeeds Ernest Thwaites 
who retired after more than 50 years of service. T. L. Green 
has been appointed superintendent, New York Central and 
Michigan Central, at Chicago; F. H. Garner, assistant superin- 
tendent, at Chicago, and J. W. Crowley, trainmaster, at Elk- 
hart, Ind. 

Joel L. Priest has been appointed special representative, 
Union Pacific, at Boise, Ida. Kay L. Johnson has been ap- 
pointed general agent at Boise. 

G. M. Campbell has been appointed coal traffic manager 
for the Baltimore and Ohio at Baltimore, Md., to succeed H. 
A. Cochran who retired after 41 years of service. 

Aubrey O’Herron has been appointed general eastern 
agent for the Chesapeake and Ohio and Pere Marquette at New 
York City. Lynn Bailes has been appointed division freight 
agent at Richmond, Va., and T. A. Burtis general agent at 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 

G. D. MacLean, for seven years assistant to the general 
traffic manager, Allied Mills, Inc., at Chicago, has been ap- 
pointed traffic manager for the McMillen Feed Mills, Inc., of 
Fort Wayne and Decatur, Ind. 

L. G. Sundborg, manager, Orscheln Brothers Truck Line, 
Chicago, died May 28. 
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M. L. Lesnik has been appointed traffic manager for the 
National Carloading Corporation at New York City. 

A. K. Swann has been appointed general agent for the 
Southern Pacific, the Texas and New Orleans, and the Southern 
Pacific Steamship Lines at Atlanta, Ga. T. G. Burgess has 
been appointed commercial agent for the same companies at 
Winston-Salem, N. C. 


The Chicago, Burlington and Quincy has made the follow- 
ing changes in its law department: S. F. Blanc, Chicago, has 
been appointed attorney in charge of the eastern district in 
which the Illinois and Iowa districts have been combined. J. 
W. Weingarten has been appointed attorney in charge of the 
central district, at Omaha, Neb., comprising what has hitherto 
been the Nebraska district. The Wyoming-Montana and the 
Colorado districts have been combined into the western dis- 
trict, under the jurisdiction of J. L. Rice, who has been ap- 
pointed attorney, western district, with headquarters at Den- 
ver, Colo. A. C. Scott has been appointed assistant general 
attorney, at Chicago. 


Hugh M. Tate, a member of the Commission from 1930 
to 1937, and since then special counsel for the Commission, 
died at his home in Washington, D. C., May 29. He was 55 
years old. His apponitment to the Commission was from 
Tennessee. 


Robert C. Lee was elected president of the Propellor Club 
of New York at a meeting of the club’s board of directors May 
31. Elected to serve with him were: Vice-president, M. J. 
Hanlon; treasurer, John G. Thompson; secretary, George J. 
Kaye; members of the board of governors, J. Lewis Lucken- 
back; L. L. Smith; E. J. Keane; John E. Craig; Granville Con- 
way, Ben Barber, John Collings and Gerald A. Dundon. 

Expansion of activities has required the separation of su- 
pervision of express and mail traffic on the Seaboard Airline, 
according to an announcement. G. M. Kimble, who has been 
mail and express traffic manager for 22 years, has been named 
mail traffic manager, and W. J. Hock, heretofore district freight 
agent, has been made express traffic manager. Headquarters 
of both are at Richmond, Va. 

Leroy Blue has been appointed general freight agent for 
the Pittsburgh and Lake Erie at Pittsburgh, Pa., to succeed 
F. T. Sladden, who retired. 

James L. Emerick has been appointed traffic manager of 
the Chicago Motor Express Terminal, Inc., at Chicago. 


TRAFFIC FORMS 


DOMESTIC 
and 
FOREIGN 


@ All the Domestic and Export Traffic Forms required by 
manufacturers, merchants and trucking companies are avail- 
able from our complete stock. Revisions are promptly made 


in compliance with United States and foreign government 
regulations. Bills of Lading, Car and Claim Records, Shipment, 
Tonnage, Freight Bill Records and I. C. C. Forms also on hand. 


Shipping Department Supplies 


@ The many accessories required for marking, labeling, 
wrapping and shipping merchandise are in stock in complete 
variety. Unusual conveniences for opening and counting in- 


coming shipments. 


Wrapping materials are a particular 


specialty. Submit your shipping problems to our Advisory Staff. 
MAIN OFFICE: JEFFERSON AND QUINCY STREETS, CHICAGO 


Publ:sbers cf All 
WORLD-WIDE 


HORDERS., Inc. 
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CARLOADING 


FOR ROOFING MANUFACTURER 














Car walls are draped with Stanley 
“Car Bands,”’ the innermost ends 
fastened by means of anchor plates 
and the lengths stapled in position 
out of the way. 


The bands are tensioned around 
the loaded rolls bracing them 
firmly against car impacts. —> 













The center space is filled with 
shingles bundled with Stanley 
Steel Strapping. 


“Whatever 
You Ship, 


THE STANLEY 
CAR BANDING SYSTEM 


Adds Efficiency 


More Protection, compared with wood bracing. The Freight and 
Claims Division of the A.A.R. will verify that car banding has reduced 
damage claims substantially. 


















More Speed. Bracing that requires from one hour to three or four 
hours with wood, can oftentimes be reduced to 30 minutes with Stanley 


banding equipment. 


Stanley Car 
Subtracts Expense 


Less Material Cost. Lumber for bracing 
which costs from $2.50 to $40.00 per car has been 





replaced by Stanley banding materials which cost 


only $2 to $3 for the average load. 





Less Labor Cost. Many cars can be banded in 
one-fourth of the time required for wood bracing. 


Less Freight Cost. In some instances, dun- 


nage is reduced as much as 1400 pounds per car. 





Stanley engineers will work out the most econom- 
ical method of Car Banding for your shipments. 
Catalog shows how others do it with great savings! 


Write today. The Stanley Works, Steel Strapping 






Stanley Banding 
Division, 167 Lake St., New Britain, Conn. Reel Truck 


STANLEY 


TRADE MARK 


CAR BANDING SYSTEM 
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DOCKET OF THE COMMISSION 


(Continued from page 1326) 
June 9—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Joint Board 81: 
MC 88401—Application H. Anderson, Seattle, Wash., for certificate. 
MC 88503—Application of Bill Sodden, Seattle, Wash., for certificate. 
June 9—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Way: 
Fourth Section Application 17266—Iron or steel slabs from Baltimore 
stations to Coatesville, Pa.—Filed by W. S. Curlett. 
June 9—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Sharp: 
20769—Charges for protective service to perishable freight. 
June 9—Waterloo, Ia.—Federal Bldg.—Joint Board 54: 
MC 17357—H. N. McCoy, dba McCoy Truck Lines. 
June 9—Waterloo, la.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Cunningham: 
MC 93301—F. N. Richards. 
June 10—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Aplin: 
Ex Parte MC 19—Practices common carriers of household goods. 
June 10—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 13530—Application of Lincoln Storage and Carting Co., Buffalo, N. 
Y., for certificate or permit. 
MC 13531—Application of Lincoln Storage & Carting Co., Buffalo, 
N. Y., for certificate or permit. 
MC 49529—-Application of Linco Motor Express, Inc., Buffalo, N. Y., 
for certificate or permit. . 
June 10—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Com.—Examiner Proudley: 
MC 88540, Sub. 1—Application of Hercules Trucking Co., Harris- 
burg, Pa., for permit to extend operations. 
MC 54253, Sub. 1—Application of W. R. Fields, Chambersburg, Pa., 
for certificate to extend operations. 
MC 88314—Application of Earl R. Wert, Loyalton, Pa., for certificate. 
MC 88540—Application of Hercules Trucking Co., Harrisburg, Pa., 
for permit. 


June 10—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Jt. Bd. 67 and Examiner 
Maidens: 
MC 44520—Application W. J. Rawson, Hillsdale, N. J., for certificate. 
MC 95030 and Sub. 1—Application of Forlenza Pick-Up and Delivery 
Service, New York, N. Y., for certificate and to extend operations. 
June 10—Trinidad, Colo.—Federal Bldg.—Joint Boards 126 and 125: 
MC 1534, Sub. 3—Application of Stinson Transfer Co., Kinsley, Kan., 
for permit to extend operations. 
MC 30105, Sub. 1—Application of Martinelli Truck Line, Trinidad, 
Colo., for certificate to extend operations. 


June 10—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
27658—L. Hirshberg & Co., Inc., et al. vs. B. & O. et al. 
June 10—Waterloo, la.—Federal Bldg.—Joint Board 146: 
MC 86649—Lloyd W. Reisner. 


June 11—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Joint Board 67: 
MC 53014, Sub. 1.—Application of Barney’s Express, Inc., New York, 
N. Y., for certificate to extend operations. 


MC 88625—Application of J. J. Paper Products Co., Hackensack, 
N. J., for permit. 


June 11—Seatie, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Joint Board 80: 
MC 12089—Application of A. J. Hamilton, Inc., Seattle, Wash., for 
license. 
MC 18725, Sub. 1—Application of Model Truck & Storage Co., Inc., 
Bellingham, Wash., for certificate to extend operations. 


June 11—Trinidad, Colo.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Corcoran: 
MC 29578—Application of Haines Truck Line, Trinidad, Colo., for 
certificate or permit. 


June 13—Birmingham, Ala.—Thomas Jefferson Hotel—Examiner Yard- 
ley: 
MC 88807—Application of Strickland & Lowe Coal & Transfer Co., 
Birmingham, Ala., for certificate. 


MC 88978—Application of J. E. & M. A. Buffler, Florence, Ala., for 
permit. 


June 13—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Aplin: 
Ex Parte MC 19—Practices common carriers of household goods. 
June 13—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Com.—Examiner Proudley: 
MC 45227 and Sub. 1—Harry L. Meyer. 
June 13—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Baltimore—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 200—Riss & Co., Inc., common carrier application. 


June 13—Mason City, la.—Hanford Hotel—Joint Board 147: 
MC 53925 and Sub. 1—Application of Garrison Truck Line, Mason 
City, Ia., for certificate or permit and to extend operations. 


June 13—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Joint Board 67: 
MC 155—Application of Miller’s Forwarding Corporation, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., for certificate or permit. 
MC 72387—Application of Edward Miller, Brooklyn, N. Y., for cer- 
tificate or permit. 
MC 92402—Application of Michael’s Motor Haulage, Floral Park, N. 
Y., for certificate or permit. 
June 13—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Maidens: 
MC 71933—Application of Edward Miller, Brooklyn, N. Y., for cer- 
tificate or permit. 


June 13—Raleigh, N. C.—State Com.—Joint Board 103: 
MC 1504, Sub. 10—Application of Atlantic Greyhound Corporation, 
Charleston, W. Va., for certificate to extend operations. 
June 13—Rochester, N. Y.—Seneca Hotel—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 14900—Application J. Frelier, Williamson, N. Y., for permit. 
MC 30271—Application of S & S Transportation, Wolcott, N. Y., for 
certificate or permit. 
MC 65450—Application F. S. Abrams, Webster, N. Y., certificate. 
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; Rapid Dispatch 
d, * ’ 
Dependable Schedules ae 
: Low Transportation Costs Ss SoM: pint ER TAPE 
| In every roll of SAFETEX, regardless of width or 
eo Modern Facilities basis weight, there is a Pull-Tab under the first layer 
of paper. By meens of this Pull-Tab fresh rolls may 
od 7 be opened without wasting more than three inches 
vei Efficient Personnel of tape and with no loss of time whatever. 
for 


J. RUSSELL WAIT CENTRAL i heed co. 


DIRECTOR OF THE PORT Made at Menasha; Yr. 


DISTRIBUTED BY PAPER. MERCHANTS EVERYWHERE 





— Complete details on documentation, consular regula- QUAKER LINE 


aa d 
, tions, and shipping procedure to every country and a 
lyn, om rates CALIFORNIA EASTERN LINE 
cer- political subdivision in the world. 1800 pages of exact 
: : Tae : Coast to Coast Services 
N. information on export shipping. A standard service piliiiens iain Pil deiphia, Baltimore, Nesiol 
which has been saving export traffic men, time, Newport News, ~— Jochscavitle, Cotstobel 
“cer- trouble and mistakes for 35 years. San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco, Oakland, Stockton, Sacramento, 


Portland, Seattle and Te Seattle and Tacoma 


tion, Descriptive circular mailed on request DAWNIC STEAMSHIP CORP. 


General Eastern Agents 
. 17 Battery Place, on York 
a EXPORTERS’ ENCYCLOPAEDIA fibenya iD, ®t Buldes sutra Ca nae 
20 Vesey Street New York Norfolk—111 E. Plume Street Detroit—General Motors Bidg. 


Baltimore—Keyser a Savannah—Cotton +0 Bidg. 
Boston—33 Broad Str Jacksonville—P. O. Box 1866 
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Mr. Warehouse Man: 


DO YOU INSTANTLY AND ACCURATELY 
KNOW THE RE-SHIPPING RATES? 


LeTTHE RATEMASTER tev you: 


ANY RATE—ANYWHERE—INSTANTLY! 


@ Don’t guess. Don’t waste time searching countless 
tariffs and supplements. Just flip a few pages of the FOR 
“RATEMASTER and KNOW ACCURATELY AND 


INSTANTLY any re-shipping rate anywhere. A worli Traffic Men 
of rates ... ALL rates... at your fingertips . . . twice as BY 
much as ever shown in any other two guides. Nothing 

like it . . . nothing so complete, so convenient, so correct! Traffic Men 


Eleven hundred large-type, easily read pages containing 
everything you need to know. Worth dollars a minuts, 
yet costs less than a dime a day . . . $30 yearly. 


SOLD ON 15 DAYS’ APPROVAL. TRYIT. ORDER NOW. 


HARTMAN'S FREIGHT RATE SERVICE, INC. "tuichco ni 











ROUTE GALVESTON= 


For EFFICIENT, 
ECONOMICAL SERVICE 
and QUICK DISPATCH 


Galveston Whari Company 


Est. 1854 
Geo. Sealy, Pres. F. W. Parker, V. P. & G. M. 











Your Tariff File— 


Is it Complete and 
Up-to-the-minute? 


The routine work of your department should 
include the regular checking of the following 
data from the files of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission (railroads and motor carriers) and 
the U. S. Maritime Commission (steamship 
lines) : 

New Tariffs, Supplements and Classifications 

Rejections and Suspensions 

Fourth Section Applications and Orders 

Short Notice Permissions 
and also the 

Consolidated Classification Docket 

Railroad Rate Committee Dockets 

Intercoastal Steamship Docket 


All of this information is now promptly printed 


in 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD 


and 


THE WEEKLY TRAFFIC BULLETIN 
Samples and full information free on request 
THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION 
Publishers of THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


418 South Market Street Chicago 
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June 13—Santa Fe, N. M.—State Com.—Joint Board 87: 
MC 69780, Sub. 1—Application of Pete DeShong and Sons, Inc., 
Springer, N. M., for certificate to extend operations. 
June 13—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Joint Board 237: 
MC 88442—Application of British Columbia-Seattle Transport, Seattle, 
Wash., for certificate. 
MC 88533—Application of B. C. Express, Seattle, Wash., for certificate. 
June 14—Augusta, Ga.—U. S. Court Rooms—Examiner Armes: 
1. & S. 4488—Waste, south to official-Illinois territories. 
June 14—Birmingham, Ala.—Thomas Jefferson Hotel—Examiner Yard- 
ley, Joint Boards 106 and 100: 
MC 75840 and Subs. 1 and 2—Application of Malone Freight Line, 
Decatur, Ala., for certificate or permit and to extend operations. 
June 14—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Com.—Examiner Proudley: 
MC 29537, Sub. 1—Application of Crawford Transfer, Hanover, Pa., 
for certificate to extend operations. 
MC 88749—Application P. and S. McCutchon, Pittston, Pa., for permit. 
June 14—Mason City, la.—Hanford Hotel—Joint Board 201: 
MC 88040—Application H. Kitchin, Lime Springs, Ia., certificate. 
June 14—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Maidens: 
MC 88592—Application of Cohen’s Express, Newark, N. J., for cer- 
tificate. 
MC 88810—Application M. F. Corcoran, Edgewater, N. J., for permit. 
MC 94588—Application of Mat. Trinder, Brooklyn, N. Y., for permit. 





A. A. R. DIRECTORS MEET 
The board of directors of the Association of American 
Railroads held its regular monthly meeting in Washington May 
27. No announcement as to action taken, if any, or matters 
considered, was made after the meeting. 





U. S. PACKING METHODS 


At the request of the French railroads, packing and ship- 
ping experts of American railroads are showing Europe how 
to pack fragile and valuable articles in an economical and 
efficient manner, according to the Association of American 
Railroads. 


Outstanding examples of packing and shipping methods as 
developed by the Freight Container Bureau of the Association 
are now being displayed at the Paris International Trade Fair. 
After the close of the fair in June, the exhibit will tour France 
in an exposition train sponsored by the French National Rail- 
roads. The purpose of the special train is to instruct manu- 
facturers and farmers in the art of proper packing. 


Selected by a representative of the French railway system, 
the exhibit, which has been seen in different parts of this 
country and Canada, includes model containers and crates. 
There are also many bulletins, circulars and photographs 
illustrating and describing American practices in the packing 
and cushioning of various commodities to protect them against 
loss and damage in both domestic and foreign commerce. 
Much of this material has been translated into French. 


Along with this exhibit are copies of the regulations pre- 
pared by the Freight Container Bureau, giving specifications 
for containers used in the fresh fruit and vegetable traffic 
and rules for loading. According to the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads, the French government has evinced consider- 
able interest in these tariffs, and will probably employ them 


as a basis for preparing any similar ones adopted by the 
French railroads. 





+9 Do SoS O-S 


Digest of New Complaints 





No. 28028, Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg, Va., Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Chesapeake & Ohio et al. 

Rates, sugar, carloads, Baltimore, Md., to Lynchburg, in viola- 
tion of sections 1, 2 and 3, the undue preference alleged being for 
Charlottesville, Richmond and other points in Virginia. Asks new 
rates and reparation. (W. G. Burnette, 209 Lynch Bldg., Lynch- 
burg, Va.) 

No. 28029, Brown Paper Mill Co., Inc., Monroe, La., vs. Reading et al. 

Rates, machinery, Trenton, N. J., and Wilmington, Del., to 
Monroe-West Monroe, La., in violation of section 1, in excess of 
the aggregates of intermediates of section 4 which is in violation 
of section 6. Asks reparation. (Laurence F. Daspit, 1137 Canal 
Bank Bldg., New Orleans, La.) 

No. 28030, Commercial Milling Co., and Voight Milling Co., Detroit 
and Grand Rapids, Mich., vs. Pere Marquette. 

Rules and regulations pertaining to transit on grain and grain 
products at Detroit and Grand Rapids in violation of sections 1, 2 
and 3, the undue preference alleged being for competitors located 
on the defendant’s line and on defendant’s connecting lines. Ask 
through rates on shipments handled under transit with reasonable 
charge for transit in lieu of the present rules and regulations. 
(C. L. Athanson, 323 East Atwater St., Detroit, Mich.) 
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Guide to Merchandise and Cold Storage 
Warehouses in Key Distribution Areas 


(Published monthly in the first issue of each calendar month) 


This Guide has been designed to provide 
traffic and sales managers with conveniently 
organized information about the merchandise 
and cold storage warehouses in the principal 
distribution centers of the country. 


Admission of an advertiser to this Guide 
means: 


1. That the company operates a warehouse 
that specializes in serving the needs of 
large industrial shippers. 


2. That information is kept up-to-date— 
provision has been made for the correc- 
tion of data each month. 


3. That the advertisers have been carefully 
investigated. 


While every reasonable precaution has been 
taken—including the checking of bank and 
other references—to restrict the advertisers in 
this Guide to companies known for their in- 


tegrity, THE TRAFFIC WORLD assumes 
no responsibility for dealings or service. 
It requests, however, that any misrepre- 
sentation or unsatisfactory experiences, 
should they arise, be reported. 


Symbols and Abbreviations: Copy has 
been kept free from any except standard 
abbreviations. Four symbols are used to 
indicate types of warehousing facilities: 


* Merchandise warehouse 
O Cold storage warehouse 


Both a cold storage and merchandise 
warehouse 


D Water dock facilities 


If no address is shown under the heading 
“‘Facilities,’” the location of the warehouse is 
the same as that shown for the office. In case 
the facilities consist of several units, the loca- 
tion of each unit is usually shown. 


Insurance rates: The rate shown is the 
lowest charge per $100 per year—100% cov- 
erage unless otherwise specifi 


Floor Load: Data indicates range of 
weight capacities in pounds per square foot. 


Map of Key Distribution Areas: This 
Guide has been designed to serve as a basic 
source of data to be used in connection with 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD Distribution Map. 


Details regarding the facilities of Ware- 
houses listed on the margins of the Distribu- 
tion Map may be found by turning directly 
to the Guide. Warehouses are arranged 
alphabetically by states and cities. 

Use this Guide as an Index to Your 
Warehouse Files: Since this Guide is re- 
stricted to warehouses that specialize in serv- 
ing major shippers, it becomes an automatic 
index to your warehouse reference files. The 
inclusion of basic data in every listing makes 
possible effective preliminary selections. 





CALIFORNIA 


LOS ANGELES—Page 2 
Metropolitan Warehouse Co. 
Overland Terminal Whse. Co.é 
Star Truck & Warehouse Co. 
Westland Warehouses, Inc. 

SAN FRANCISCO—Page 2 


San Francisco Warehouse Co. 


COLORADO 


DENVER—Page 2 
The Weicker Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


WASHINGTON—Page 2 


Terminal Refrg. & Whsg. Corp. 
Terminal Stge, Co. of Wash. 


ILLINOIS M 


CHICAGO—Pages 2-3 


Crooks Terminal Warehouses $ 
Currier-Lee Warehouse Co. 
Midland Warehouses, Inc. 

Railway Terminal & Warehouse Co. 
Seng Waterway Warehouse Co. 

Soo Terminal Warehouse 

Wakem & McLaughlin, Inc. 


Merchan 


BOSTON—Page 4 


Hoosac Storage & Warehouse Co. 


ts Warehouse Co.@ 


SPRINGFIELD—Page 4 
Atlantic States Whse. & C. S. Corp. 


MICHIGAN 
DETROIT—Page 4 


Central Detroit Whse. Co. 
Commercial Warehouse 
Detroit Harbor Terminals, Inc. 


LANSING—Page 4 


Fireproof Storage Co. 


MINNESOTA 


INNEAPOLIS—Page 5 


Colonial Warehouses, Inc. 


MISSOURI 


KANSAS CITY—Page 5 
Adams Transfer & Storage Co. 
Central Storage Co. 


Crooks Terminal Warehouses $ 


INDIANA 


EVANSVILLE—Page 3 
Mead Johnson Terminal Corp. 

HAMMOND—Page 3 
Great Lakes Warehouse Corp. 


INDIANAPOLIS—Page 3 
Henry Coburn Stge. & Whse. Co. 
IOWA Camden 
WATERLOO—Page 3 
lowa Warehouse Co. Bayway 


KENTUCKY 
LEXINGTON—Page 3 
Union Transfer & Storage Co. 


LOUISVILLE—Page 3 
Louisville Public Warehouse Co. 


Merchandise Warehouses, Inc. 
ST. LOUIS—Page 5 


S. N. Long Warehouse 
Rutger St. Warehouse, Inc. 
St. Louis Terminal Warehouse Co. 


NEW JERSEY 
CAMDEN—Page 5 


Marine Terminals 


ELIZABETH 
Terminal Corp. 


JERSEY CITY—Page 5 


Lackawanna Terminal Warehouses 


NEWARK—Page 5 


Lehigh Whse. & Trans. Co., Inc. 
Newark Tidewater Terminal ¢ 


INDEX 


MASSACHUSETTS 


NEW YORK 
BUFFALO—Page 6 
Keystone Warehouse Co.¢ 
The Lederer Term. Whse. Co., Inc. 
The Market Terminal Whse. 
NEW YORK—Page 6 
Baltimore & Ohio Stores, Inc. 


ROCHESTER—Page 6 
B. R. & P. Warehouse, Inc. 


NORTH CAROLINA 
RALEIGH—Page 6 
Carolina Storage & Distributing Co. 


OHIO 
AKRON—Page 6 
Cotter City View Storage Co. 
CINCINNATI—Page 6 
The Baltimore & Ohio Whse. Co. 


Cincinnati Merchandise Whses., Inc. 
CLEVELAND—Page 6 
Britten Terminal, Inc. 


Greeley-General Warehouse Co. 
The Lederer Term. Whse. Co. 


COLUMBUS—Page 6 
The Columbus Terminal Whse. Co. 
SPRINGFIELD—Page 6 
Wagners Service, Inc. 
TOLEDO—Page 6 


Great Lakes Terminal Warehouse Co. 


OKLAHOMA 
OKLAHOMA CITY—Page 7 
The Public Warehouse Co., Inc. 
TULSA—Page 7 
Tulsa Terminal Stge. & Trans. Co. 


OREGON 
PORTLAND—Page 7 
Manning Warehouse & Transfer Co. 


PENNSYLVANIA 
PHILADELPHIA—Page 7 
Merchants Warehouse Co.¢ 
Pennsylvania Whsg. & Safe Dep. Co 
Philadelphia Piers, Inc. 
Terminal Warehouse Co. 
PITTSBURGH—Page 7 
Kirby Transfer & Storage Co. 





SOUTH DAKOTA 


SIOUX FALLS—Page 7 
Wilson Storage and Transfer Co. 


TENNESSEE 


MEMPHIS—Page 7 
John H. Poston Storage Warehouses 
United Warehouse & Term. Corp. 
NASHVILLE—Page 7 
Bond, Chadwell Co. 


TEXAS 


DALLAS—Page 7 


The Dallas Trans. & Term. Whse. Co. 
Koon-McNatt Storage Co. 


EL PASO—Page 7 
International Warehouse Co., Inc. 
FORT WORTH—Page 7 
Texas & Pacific Terminal Whse. Co. 
HOUSTON—Page 8 


Patrick Transfer & Storage Co. 

Houston Term. Whse. & C. S. Co. 
Universal Terminal Warehouse Co. 
Wald Transfer & Storage Co., Inc. 


UTAH 


OGDEN—Page 8 
Western Gateway Storage Co. 
SALT LAKE CITY—Page 8 


Security Storage & Commission Co. 


VIRGINIA 
NORFOLK 
Norfolk Tidewater Terminals ¢ 
RICHMOND—Page 8 
Brooks Transfer & Storage Co., Inc. 
ROANOKE—Page 8 
Roanoke Public Warehouse 


WASHINGTON 


SEATTLE—Page 8 
Taylor Edwards Whse. & Transfer Co. 


SPOKANE—Page 8 

Spokane Transfer & Storage Co. 
TACOMA—Page 8 

Pacific Storage Whse. & Distg. Co., Inc. 


WISCONSIN 


LOUISIANA 
NEW ORLEANS—Page 3 


Bienville Warehouses Corp. 
Commercial Terminal Warehouse Co. 


MARYLAND 
BALTIMORE—Page 4 


Camden Warehouses 
Terminal Whse. Co. of Baltimore 


DISPLAY ADVERTISERS 


4 See Guide listing in this issue—also display advertising in other issues. 
¢ See display advertising in other issues—no Guide listing. 


MILWAUKEE—Page 8 


Atlas Storage Co. 
Hansen Storage Co. 
National Warehouse Corp. 


CANADIAN SECTION 


QUEBEC 
MONTREAL—Page 8 


St. Lawrence Warehouse, Inc. 


New Listing to Be Added to Distribution Map 


Please ang on the margin of your Distribution Map under the city indicated 
the name of the warehouse shown below. 


HOUSTON, TEX.—Wald Transfer & Storage Co., Inc 
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LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 
Metropolitan Warehouse Company 


Established 1924 


H. B. Safford 1340-56 East Sixth St. 
President (Tel.—Trinity 9861) 
FACILITIES—270,000 sq. ft.; Fireproof, reinforced 
concrete const.; Sprinkler sys.; A. D. T. = 

— Ins. rate, 10.7. Siding on A. T. & S 
capacity, 18 cars; free switching. Motor truck 
ee capacity, 26 trucks; sheltered. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Customs. 
Pool car distributors. Motor transport service 
available. Space for lease: Storage; ce. 


REPRESENTED BY=—Allied Distribution, Inc. 


Incorporated 











LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 
Overland Terminal Warehouse Co. 
Established 1931 


Gordon Ross 
Manager 








Incorporated 


1807 E. Olympic Blvd. 
(Tel.— Trinity 1146) 














FACILITIES—426,393 sq. ft.; yy steel and 
concrete const.; Floor load, 250 ; Sprink. sys.; 
mh D. T. Ins. rate, 10.8c. Siding on Un. Pac.; 
25 cars; free switching of competitive traffic. 
Sheitered Motor Plat., 22 truck doors. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded : U. S. Customs. 
Pool car dist. Motor trans 4 pone. Cool 
Rooms—cheese, dates, nuts (32 other com- 
modities at 41° up. Cand ~ th one Dierles rooms 
and offices—convenient to business district. 
ASSOCIATED with Crooks Terminal Ware- 
ouses, Inc., Chicago, Kansas City and New York. 
Watch Display Advertisements on Back + Modern 













LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 
Star Truck & Warehouse Company 


Established 1893 * 


Incorporated 


H. Halverson 1855 Industrial St. 
Manager (Tel.—Mutual 9141) 


rh gpartc gig ey eg Ly Sine ed reinfd. con- 
crete const.; Floor | Sprink. s 
A. D. T.; — om rate, 11.7c (90%). 
pa A. T. & S. F.; cap., 15 cars; free switch 
SERVICE FEATURES — Licensed, Calif. R. R. 
m. Pool car dist.; Motor term. Very cool 
basement for candy, etc. Specialize in drugs, 
tries, canned electrical appliances. 
RESENTED BY—Distribution Service, Inc. 
























LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 
| Westland Warehouses, Inc. 


Established 1923 
LeRoy D. Owen * 4814 Loma Vista Ave. 
Vice-President (Tol To? 1101) 


nineteen tg leased. 362,668 sq. ft. Fire- 
goat % Floor iad 30 i " Sprinkler. 
atchmen. ; ag 12c. “a7 : -. 1" junc. Ry., 
68 cars. Free switch.: A &S.F. .. U.P. and 
P. E. Truck platf. 50 an - 
SPECIAL SERVICES—Bonded: Railroads. Pool 
cars. Stge. and off. space lease. Daily mot. transp. 
to So. Calif. points. Free pickup. REPRESENTED 
BY—J. P.’ Reinbold, 36 5. Dearborn, Chgo. 
ASS) 'S.—A.W.A., C.W.A., L.A.W.A., M.T.A.S.C. 


Distribute Products 
in 32 States 
TRAFFIC WORLD shipper subscribers 


distribute their products, on the average, 
in 32 states—44.1% distribute in all 48 


states. It is because of this widespread 
distribution that 69% of these subscribers 
use an average of 23 warehouses. 








SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF. 
San Francisco Warehouse Company 





Established 1899 * Incorporated 
Henry F. Hiller 625 Third St. 
President (Tel.—Sutter 3461) 


FACILITIES—(1) Continental Warehouses, 625 
ird St.; (2) Golden Gate Warehouses, 0 
Battery St.—325,000 sq. ft.; Slow burning, mill and 
brick construc.; Elec. fire detection sys. (3) Security 
Warehouses, Spear & Folsom 
Ins. rate 26c Fumigation. “Railroad Sidings. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Warehousing. Draying. 
Liquor storage and bottling. Pool car distribution. 
REPRESENTED BY—Distribution Service, Inc. 














DENVER, COLO. 


The Weicker Transfer & Storage Company 
Established 1899 Incorporated 
R. V. Weicker * 1700 Fifteenth St. 

President (Tel.—MA 3221) 


FACILITIES—250,000 sq. ft. Fireproof and mill 

yaa sprinkler system. Insurance rate 10.5c. 
switching from all railroads. 

SERVICE FEATURES—U. S. Customs and Internal 

Revenue. Bonded warehouse—merchandise and 

household goods—Pool car distribution—Motor 

freight terminal—State wide motor freight service 


daily. 
REPRESENTED BY—Dist. Service; Am. Chain of Whses. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A.W.A.; Colo. ‘Tir. & Whsemen’s Assn. 












WASHINGTON, D. C. 
Terminal Refrigerating & Warehousing Corp. 


Established 1870 
Jerry P. Johnson 4th and D Sts., S. W. 


Secretary (Tel.—National 9515. 
ro) 4th W., cold and 









tch. Sou. R 
oe lith &E Sts., s. Ww. cold. stge. Floor 
load eae Ins. 19.7c. Both: Prop. ewned; Brick 
and conc.; alarm; watchman. Cap. 24 trucks. 
SERVICE Pool cars. 2,500,000 cu. ft. -“ stge. 
RESENTED BY—American Chain of Whses. 
ASSOCIATION —-. W. A. (Cold and Mdse. Div.) 




















WASHINGTON, D. C. 
The Terminal Storage Company of Washington 


Established 1903 Incorporated 


First & K Sts., N. E. 
Praidh Donn ad * = 


FACILITIES—10 buildings, 243,000 sq. ft. of which 
130,000 sq. ft. is of fireproof construction. Private 
Watchmen: Floor load 250-600 Ibs. Sidings, 
- © O. R. R.; eonciy 20 cars; Motor platform— 


ogoatey 30 trucks. 
_— — FEATURES—Pool car distributors. 


cartage Space for lease 
ASSOCI 1ON—A.W.A. (Mdse.). 





Distribution Map Aids In 
Checking Facilities 


“This map will be a valuable 
aid in checking the facilities 
available in each distribution 
area. 


“The various data and the map 
concentrated on a single sheet 
enable quick reference. 


“We are going to mount the 
map so that we can either hang 
it on wall hooks or lay it flat on 
a large desk.” 

—President, Advertising Agency 








CHICAGO, ILL. 


Crooks Terminal Warehouses 





Established 1913 * D Incorporated 
V. M. Kolly 5967 W. Sixty-fifth St. 
Vice-Pres. (Tel.—Republic 3700) 


New York Office 
George G. Roddy 271 Madison Ave. 


South Side Warehouses—On the Belt Ry. of Chicago 
adjacent to the Great Clearing Interchange Freight Yard. 


Facilities 
South Side Warehouses, 5817-5967 W. 65th St. 
(especially adapted to in-transit storage): 350,000 
sq. ft.; Brick, mill and concrete const.; Floor load, 

200-500 lbs.; Sprink. sys.; Ins. rate, 14c. Siding 
on Belt Ry. of Chi.; ; capacity, 60 cars; direct ra’ 
with own So. Chicago dock. 
Downtown Warehouse, 417-39 W. Harrison St. 
(directly sone main post office); 100,000 sq. ft.; 

rick and reinforced concrete const.; Floor load, 300 
Ibs. Ins. rate, 40c. Siding on C. B. &Q.; capacity 
75 cars. Tunnel connection. 50 truck loading doors. 
Burlington 14th Place Warehouse, 429-49 W. 
14th Pl. (adjacent to downtown district): 90,000 oad. 
ft.; Brick and reinforced concrete const.; Floor | 1 
300 Ibs. Ins. —~‘aeee Siding on C. B. &Q 
capacity, 8 ca: 
South tac Waterfront Warehouses, 103rd 
- and Calumet River—West Bank: 60,000 sq 
ft.; Steel const.; Floor load, 250 lbs. Siding on Belt 
Ry. of Chi.; capacity, 50 cars. Water Dock: Length, 
1500 ft.; draft. 20 ft. 


Service Features 
Bonded: U.S. Customs; State. Pool car distributors. 
Motor transport service available. Container 
service. Equipment for handling any type of 
vessel or barge, plus storage facilities. LCL trap 
car service and tank car storage. 


Associations 
A.W.A. (Mdsé); Ill. Asso. Mdse. W. 


Watch Display Advertisements on Back Covers! 








CHICAGO, ILL. 
Currier-Lee Warehouse Company 


Established 1913 Incorporated 

. M. %& 427-473 W. ErieSt. 
President (Tel.—Superior 9066) 
ee ane sq. ft.; heavy joist const. 

rinkler sys.; watchmen. Fumi ——~ Ins. rate, 
rs Sidings on C. M. St. P. & . 21 cars; free 
switching. Sheltered motor platf. ge p. 18 trucks. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Customs 
& State; Licensed, U. S. Whse. Act. Pool car dist. 
Motor freight term. Space for lease: Storage; 
Office. ig. nt i Specialize in food 


oducts. 
Kssocia ATIONSC AWA. (Mdse.); Ill. Asso. Mdse. Whsmn. 




















CHICAGO, ILL. 





Midland Warehouses, Inc. 


1500 S. Western Ave. . TelsmCanat see 


FACILITIES—1500 S. Western Ave., 570,000 sq. ft. 
concrete steel const.; 1929 W. 43rd St. 132,000 sq. ft. 
brick, mill const. ; 1534 S. Western Ave., 67, 000 sq. ft. 
brick, mill const. Ins. rates as low as 4c. All with 
ADT Watch. Serv. &Sprinklered. Direct connec. 
all Chicago Rys. Sidings on Chicago Jct. Ry. 40 
car capacity. Ample Motor Truck Piatf tforms. 
SERVICE FEATURES—U. S. Cust., State, Priv. 
Bond. Pool car dist. Office & Whse. space to lease. 
LCL freight vg oe on premises. 

BER—Amer. Chain at Wenchenneo~A.W.A. (Mdse.) 





Picked Warehouses From 
The Traffic World 


**Business conditions were such in the last few 


months that we had to use public storage. We 
picked warehouses that were advertised in Tar 
Trarric Worip’’—Traffic Manager, Flour Mill. 


NOTE:—This company is at present using warehouses in 
more than 40 cities. 








— 


a ire 
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CHICAGO, ILL. 
Railway Terminal 


& Warehouse Co. 
Established 1909 ye D 


H. W. Verrall 
Vice-President 














Incorporated 


444 W. Grand Ave. 
(Tel.— Whitehall 6580) 


Facilities 
538-564 Kingsbury St.: 293,000 
sq. ft. Fireproof (in part), balance 
slow-burning, brick and laminated 
mill const.; Floor load, 300 Ibs. 
Sprinkler sys.; A. D. T.; Watch- 
men. Insurance rate, 16.2c. 
Fumigation. Siding on Chi., 
Mil., St. Paul & Pac.; Capacity, 6 
cars; Merchants’ Lighterage. 
Chicago Tunnel station. Motor 
truck platform: Capacity, 25 
trucks. Water dock: Boats to 420 ft. 


Service Features 


Bonded: U. S. Customs; State. 
Pool car distributors. Motor 
transport service: company owned 
and operated equipment. Con- 


tainer service. Space for lease: 
Storage; Office. 


Affiliated Warehouses 


Chicago, Ontario Warehouse Co.; 


Boston, North Station Industrial 
Bldg., Inc. 





















—— CHICAGO, ILL. 
Seng Waterway Warehouse Co. 


John F. Seng Incorporated 


President *D 310 W. Polk St. 
John J. Egan Tel.— Wabash 6852 
Vice-President 


FACILITIES: 435,000 
sq. ft. Fireproof — 
Steel — bric 

const. Sprink- 
ler sys., private 
watchmen. In- 
surance rate, 
16.8 cents. Sid- 
ing on my 
vania 

cap. 25 cars. 


Motor platf., 
cap. 25 trucks. 
Water dock, ™&"™ ' 
length 400 ft 

draft 22 ft. “In Heart of Downtown Chicago” 
Located one block from main Postoffice building. 


SERVICE FEATURES: Licensed under U. S. 
Whse. Act; State and privately bonded. Pool car 
distribution. Motor Freight Terminal in whse. 
Company operated cartage service—78 trucks. 
Rail cars unloaded under cover and trucks loaded 
out under cover. 

REPRESENTED BY: Associated Warehouses, 
Inc., 52 Vanderbilt Ave., New York. 


MEMBER: Chicago Association of Commerce. 

























CHICAGO, ILL. 
Soo Terminal Warehouse 


Established 1914 Incorporated 
-G. Morgan ye 519 W. Roosevelt Rd. 
Manager (Tel.--Canal 5740) 


FACILITIES—500,000 sq. ft.; Fireproof, reinf. conc. 


const.; Floor load unlimi w insurance rate. 
Siding: Soo Line; free switch. all lines; 50 cars. 
Truck dock, 18 trucks under roof. 

SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Customs, 
State. Pool car distribution. Candy Storage. 
Cool in summer. Space for lease with office. Free in 
and out freight delivery to all trunk lines via tunnel. 
REPRESENTED —National Whse. Service. 


ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A. (Mdse.); 1. A. M. W. 





CHICAGO, ILL. 
Wakem & McLaughlin, Inc. 


Established 1886 
F. E. Berg 


*% 2 225 E. Illinois St. 
Sec’y & Treas. ae go 6828) 
FACILITIES—(1) 213-235 Il inois St. Mdse. S 
Customs; Disti spirits — gov't storekeeper. 8} 
421-427 E. North Water St. & (3) 352-402 E. North 
Water St. leased space. Total space 500,000 sq. 
ft. Mill const. Sprinkler sys.; A. D. T.; Watchmen. 
Ins. rate 15%c. Sidings on C&N. W. 
SERVICE FEATURES Licensed, U.S. Whee. 


Act; State. Bonded: U, S. Int'l Rev.; Customs. 
pone ieee for liquors. Pool car dist. Loans. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A.; Ill. W. A.; Chi. C. of C. 















EVANSVILLE, IND. 
Mead Johnson Terminal Corporation 


“WHERE WATERWAY—RAILWAY—HIGHWAY MEET” 
Established 1930 D Incorporated 
J. D. Beeler 1830 West Ohio St. 
Vice Pres. & Gen. Mgr. (Tel.—Dial 7152) 
FACILITIES—Property owned; 90,000 sq. ft.; Fire- 
poost. brick-steel-concrete const.; Floor load, no 
ii * 2 ey Py rate, 19.1c. 
Sidings on oy E. I. and L. 3 free switch., 
all lines. Water Dock: Length, *00 ‘ft: ; draft, 9 ft. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. 5. Customs: 
State. Pool Car dist. Motor freight terminal. 
REPRESENTED BY—Allied Distribution, [re- 
ASSOCIATIONS—Am. W.A. (Mdse.); Ind. W.A 








HAMMOND, IND. 
Great Lakes Warehouse Corporation 


General Merchandise—Storage and Distribution 












Established 1922 (Tel.—Ham’ d 3780-81) 


E.C. Faure Plummer Ave. & State Line St. 
Vice-Pres. & Mgr. (Tel.—Chicago—Ent. 2200) 
FACILITIES—150,000 sq. ft.; Fireproof, concrete- 
steel-brick construction. Siding on IHB 
located within Chicago switching district; capacity, 
50 cars set. Transit privileges. 

SERVICE FEATURES—Motor’ terminal on 


ae yp lu delivery to Metropolitan Chicago 
and suburb: 


ASSOCIATIONS—A. W.A. (C.S. Div.); Ind. Whsmn’s Assn. 








INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 
Henry Coburn Storage & Warehouse Co. 


Established 1905 Incorporated 
Frank F. Powell * 221 W. Georgia St. 
President (Tel.—Lincoln 6431) 
ag he i gl oon 220,000 sq. ft. 
Slow burning; sprinkler sys.; alarm sys. in tobacco 
room; watchmen. Ins. rate I5c vor —_ 
Siding on Indianapolis Union (Belt) R. R ity 
10 cars; free switchi lines. Motor plat! ‘orm: 
ogee t 19 a sheltered. 
URES—Pool car distribution. 
Motor frei ¥ ete Space and offices for lease. 
REPRESE D BY—Distribution Service, Inc. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A. (Mdse); Indiana W. A. 


Norwegian Canners Order 
Distribution Maps 


Two packers and exporters of Norwegian fish 
and sea food products have ordered TRAFFIC 
WORLD Maps to aid them in planning their 


distribution in America. 
* * * 


“Through our Norwegian Canners’ Export 


Journal we have been aware that you have 
given out a so-called ‘Map of Distribution 
Areas’... We should be very pleased to 
receive a copy of said map as soon as pos- 
sible. We understand that the cost of same 
is $3.00, which amount we are enclosing 
in cheque.” 


* * * 


“I herewith request you to please forward 
to my address one number of your ‘Map of 
Key Distribution Areas’ and enclose check 
for $3.00 herewith in settlement of same.” 
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WATERLOO, IOWA 


Iowa Warehouse Company 
Established 1916 Incorporated 


FACILITIES—Owned. (1) 821 Mulberry St. 
Cement block const. Siding on Chi. G. West. 
Ins. rate (2) 558 Center St. Fireproof, 
brick const. Siding aw. C.F. & N. Ry. Ins. rate 
56c. Both: 70,000 sq. ft. Free switching service. 
Member: Mayflower Warehouse Asso. 
away FEATURES—Complete mdse. s' 
COMMON MOTOR FREIGHT TERMINAL 
SUPERVISED BY BOARD OF RAILROAD 
COMMISSIONERS covering all regular route 
operators, intrastate and interstate. 








LEXINGTON, KY. 
Union Transfer & Storage Co. 


Established 1919 a 
- Murphy * Spring & Vine Streets 
Vice-President Tel.—PBX-7030 
FACILITIES—(1) Vine & Spring Sts., fireproof, 
reinforced concrete; poe rate 22c. (2) Vine & 
Merino, brick & mill const. Ins. rate 55c. Both: 
Total floor mana 100,000 sq. ft. Sidings on L. & N. 


R. R.; free switch 
SERVICE TER TURES—Pool car on gps 


Motor transport line, company owned, serving 
le, Cincinnati, Harlan, Middleborough & 
mn of Kentucky. 


Blue Grass 
REPRESE) D BY—American Chain of Warehouses. 













LOUISVILLE, KY. 





Louisville Public Warehouse Co., Inc. 


W. N. Cox * E. H. Bacon 
President Vice-President 
Established 1884 


FACILITIES—944138 sq. ft. for storage of Mer- 
andise, Household Goods, Tobacco, Distilled 
Spirits—24 Warehouses—Fireproof and slow-burning 
PO gg oe Ins. 4.4c to 19.3c per $100. 
SPECIAL TTURES—Customs and_ Internal 
Revenue Bonded Prot Car Distribution—Free 
Switching nae saline, Customers with 
Superior 
MEMBERS American Chain of by ~ aaa 
Distribution Service, Inc.—Am. Whse. Ass'n 








NEW ORLEANS, LA. 
Bienville Warehouses Corporation 


Established 1916 
R. W. Dietrich 340 Bienville St. 
President (Tel.—Main 4200) 


FACILITIES—200-338 N. Peters St.: 200,000 sq. 
ft. Mill const. Floor load, 250 Ibs. Watchmen. 
Ins. rate 35c (basic). Fumigation. Siding on T. 
& N. O.; cap. 16 cars; free switching. Motor plat.: 
cap. 20 trucks. Same mgt.: aoa rg Wiltz, Inc. 
ee FEATURES—Bonded: . Customs; 
State. Pool car distributors. 

REPRESENTED BY—American Chain of Warehouses: 
New York, 250 Park Ane, (Plaza 3-1235); Chicago, 
53 W. Jackson Bd. (Harrison 1496). 

















NEW ORLEANS, LA. 


Commercial Terminal Warehouse Co. 
Established 1925 


E. B. Fontaine 404 N. Peters St. 
President (Tel.—Main 7700) 


FACILITIES—100,000 sq. ft.; Slow burning, heavy 
brick and mill const.; Floor load, 250 lbs.; Sprink. 
sys.; Watchmen; i rate, , ‘Siding on So. P 

SERVICE FEAT ed: U. S. Cale 
State. Pool car ns =. cleaning, — 
Reconditionin Billing. Financing. tage. 
REPRESENTE ED BY ew York, Central Distri- 
bution Bureau; Chi cage, National Warehousing 
Service; San Francisco, E. M. Ingals, 112 Market. 


Incorporated 


Monthly Corrections Mean 
Up-to-date Facts 


A system which provides for the monthly 
correction of the information furnished in 
this Guide assures shippers of dependable 
data at all times. 
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BALTIMORE, MD. 
Camden Warehouses 


ay og 1900 
Jas. C. Brown, *D Camden & Eutaw Sts. 
Mgr. & Treas. (Tel.—Plaza 0400) 
FACILITIES—4 Units; Property leased; 700,000 
3 ft. Brick-Concrete-Steel const. A.D.T.. Private 

atchman, Sprinkler. 
LOCATIONS—Camden Station, Henderson's Wharf, 


Pa wg nny 


Chase’s Wharf, Locust Point Piers, B. & O. R. R. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Pool cars. Motor trans- 
port. Direct rail and water connections. 
Revenue and Customs Bonded. 

ASSNS.—A.W.A., Md. W.A., Distillers’ Inst. 


Internal 





BALTIMORE, MD. 
Terminal Warehouse Co. of Baltimore 


ce Be 1894 Incorporated 


H. Baldwin *D Davis & Pleasant Sts. 
President (Tel.—Plaza 8720-23) 
FACILITIES—6 units. Davis and Pleasant St., 
po owned. 35 St., prop. leased. Water dock, 
400 ft. Dft. 25 ft., 500, sq. ft. Brick constr. 
uae. a B T. Watchmen. Ins. 2Ic. Siding, 
40 cars. Truck plat., 40 trucks. 
SERVICE! FEATURES— Bonded : Cust. Space and 
off. for lease. Trucks for loc. delvy., pool car. 
REPRESENTED BY—Assoc. Whses., inc. as 
Miller, 52 Vanderbilt Ave., New York, de 
Phelps, 230N.Canel St Chee, AWA. C.of CUS. 








Central Detroit 


DETROIT, MICH. 





BOSTON, FAST... MASS. 
Hoosac Storage and Warehouse Co. 


Established 1928 Incorporated 


Howard = Wemges * Tel.—TRO. 9608 


Tre 

FACILITIES (1) Lechmere » E. Cambridge, 
Fireproof, reinforced concrete; prink. sys. Ins. 
rate 18. (2) Water St., Charlestown, (Adj. 
Mystic Terminal Co. docks) Brick const., Se 
Auto. fire alarm. Ins. rate 2\c (90%). Total Boor 
space 108,500 rer Sidings on B. & 

SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: oho uw & 
Cust. (No. 2) Pool car dist. ~ > or storage (No. 2). 
REPRESENTED BY—New York, Central Dis- 
tribution Bur.; Chicago, National Whsg. Ser. 

























SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 
Atlantic States Whse. & Cold Stge. Corp. 


Established 1926 
Martin Larsen © 385 Liberty St. 
General Manager (Tel.—4- st 
FACILITIES—400,000 sq. ft.; Firepr. conc. and tile. 
Floor load 165-250 lbs.; *Spsinkler; Dry pipe alarm; 
atchman. __Ins. umigetion- Siding, 





18c. 

B.& A.R ae a B. & M.R 
H. R. R.; 13 cars. Truck dock: 14 trks. 
SERVICE FEATURES Bonded State. Pool car 
dist. Stge. space for lease. Stge. int trans. ni Be wt to 
shipments routed B. & A., N. YN 

me owner: Atlantic States Whee, oon Mass. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A.; Mass. W. A 





Warehouse Co. 


Fort and Tenth Streets, Detroit, Mich. 


New York, N. Y.—250 Park Avenue—Room 826 


* Chicago, Ill—53 W. Jackson Blvd.—Room 1010 


ae | 





Central Detroit Warehouse Division—West Fort and Tenth Streets 


FACILITIES—1627 West Fort Street— 
354,000 sq. ft. Cooler room. Fireproof, 
reinforced concrete. Sprinkler system; Ameri- 
can Still Alarm—24-hr. service. Ins. rate 9c. 
Siding on Mich. Cent.; free switching (ship- 
ments originating outside Mich.). Brandt 
& Wyoming Aves.— 340,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, 
reinforced concrete. Sprinkler system. Ins. 
rate 9c. Siding, cap. 38 cars, free switching. 
Merchants Forwarding Terminals Co. in 


Columbus, Dayton, Lima & Indianapolis. 
SERVICE FEATURES—U. S. Customs 
bonded. Pool car distribution. Motor 
freight terminal. Storage and office space 
for lease. Bulk storage of liquors. Sales 
representation for customers—Terminal 
Sales Corporation. Complete distribution 
service in 200 mile radius. 

REPRESENTED BY—American Chain of 


Warehouses. 


Michigan Terminal Warehouse Division—Brandt and Wyoming Avenues 


















DETROIT, MICH. 


Commercial Warehouse 
Established 1935 Incorporated 


L. J. McMillan ye 1965 Porter St. at Vermont 
General Manager (Tel.—Randolph 8723) 
FACILITIES—80,000 sq. ft.; Slow burning, re- 
inforced concrete & brick const.; Floor load, 250 Ibs. 
Ins. yy ee (90% aoceoamann). Siding on Mich. 
cap., 

SERVICE FEATURES —Bonded: U. S. Int. Rev. 
and Customs. Pool car dist.; Motor freight 
terminal. Space for lease: Storage; Office 
REPRESENTED BY—Distribution Service, Inc. 
ACCESSIBILITY—Located in heart of Detroit's 
wholesale and jobbing districts. 






























DETROIT, MICH. 


Detroit Harbor Terminals, Inc. 
4461 W. Jefferson Ave. 
Established 1925 he) D 


Incorporated 
FACILITIES 
(1) 500,000 sq. ft., cold storage space, 2,200,000 cu. ft. 


Telephone 
Lafayette 3200 


Fireproof, concrete-steel construction. oor load, 
200 Ibs. Sprinkler —. private watchmen. In- 
surance rate, |0c. Sheltered siding on Wabash, 
Pennsylvania, Pere Marquette and Union Belt, ca nt 
ity 24 cars. Free switching. Sheltered truck p 
form, capacity 44 trucks. 

(2) 37,600 sq. ft. Fireproof, steel construction. 
Floor load unlimited. Sprinkler system, private 
watchmen. Insurance rate, |0c. Siding on Wa- 
bash, Pennsylvania, Pere Marquette and Union Belt, 
to ge 100 cars. Truck platform, capacity 15 
trucks. 


SERVICE FEATURES 
Bonded, U. S. Customs, State Ligeee Control Com- 


mission. Pool car distribution, Motor freight ter- 
minal. Company operated cartage service—|1! 
trucks. Storage and office space for lease. 

Cold storage—Freezer temperatures to 0,—5 deg. F., 
Penninton system egg rooms. Forced Air Circula- 
tion for apple ny ag 

Water Dock, 1600 ft. long, draft 22 ft., serves both 
units. Bulk commodities or package freight; receive 
and ship to lake and European ports through lines 
using dock as regular port of call. Transit privilege 
available on fruit, produce, other commodities. 


















LANSING, MICH. 


Fireproof Storage Co. 


430 N. Larch St. 
Established 1919 ” Incorporated 
D. A. Mote, Mgr. Tel.—5-5230 
FACILITIES: 48,000 sq. ft. Fireproof—reinforced 
concrete. Ins. rate, 44.2c. Siding on Pere 
Marquette, capacity Se cars, free switching. Shel- 
tered Motor Platfor 
CENTRAL DIST: RIBUTION POINT in lower Michigan. 
Transportation facilities radiate in every direction. 
SERVICE FEATURES: Pool car dist. 
transportation available. 
local delivery—2 trucks. 
MEMBER: A.W.A.; Mich. F.W.A. 








Company operated 
(Mdse. Div.) 





Coordinated Data 


The Map of Key Distribution 
Areas brings together in one place 
data regarding the major markets of 
the United States and Canada. The 
information is organized so as to 
provide a work sheet on which every 
company may map _ distribution 
plans to fit its individual needs 
whether five or one hundred and five 
centers of distribution are required. 


The responsible warehouses in the 


Guide are listed on the map under 


their own distribution areas. 
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———— MINNEAPOLIS, MINN.————;, 


Colonial Warehouses, Inc. 
Established 1907 

W. M. Hardin * 210-218 3rd Ave., No. 

Vice-President Atlantic 8191 
FACILITIES—100,000 sq. ft., 10% fireproof. Brick- 
concrete const. Max. floor load 60 Ibs. Sprinkler, 
alarm, pvt. watchmen. Ins. rate 11.9c (90% co-ins.). 
Sidings: G.N.; M.&St.L.; C.B.&Q.; free switching; 
cap. 10 cars. 2 Motor platforms—1| sheltered. 
Located three blocks from Nicollet Hotel. 
SERVICE FEATURES—U. S. Customs bonded. 
Pool car dist. Mot. transp. service. Stge. & off. space 
forlease. Undersamemgmt.—LashamCo., Chicago. 


ASSNS.—A.W.A.; Minn.-N.W.W A.; Minn. Truck Owners. 












KANSAS CITY, MO. 
Adams Transfer & Storage Co. 





Established 1900 


D. S. Adams ye «228 W. «4th St. 

President ( Tel.—Victor 0225) 
FACILITIES—100,000 . ft. Fireproof, reinf. 
concrete. Sprinkler, M.D-T. alarm, pvt. watchmen. 
Ins. rate 24c. Siding on KCSRR. Cap. 8 cars. 
Free switch. Truck plat. covered, cap. 30 trucks. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: ustoms, Int. 
Rev., State; Lic., U. S. Whse Act. Pool car dist. 


Incorporated 


Stg. & office space for lease. Mot. Transp. ser. & 
fgt. term. Daily overnight service to approx. 4,000 
towns. In wholse. dist.; near retail dist. & fgt. depots. 
ASSNS.—A.W.A.; M.W.A.; Traf. Club; C. of C. 








KANSAS CITY, MO. 



























Central Storage Company 


Established 1880 * Incorporated 


Charles C. Daniel, Jr. 1422 St. Louis Ave. 
Secretary (Tel.—ViIctor 3268) 


FACILITIES—1422-28 St. Louis Ave.—2 buildings: 
87,742 sq. ft.; brick-heavy mill const. Floor load, 
250 lbs. Sprinkler sys.; A. D. T. Elec. Supervisory 
& Burglar Alarm system. Insurance rate, 17.2c. 
Sidings on Mo. Pac.; capacity, 8 cars; Free switch- 
ing, all times. Sheltered motor truck platform. 


SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: State. Em- 

loyees bonded. Pool car distributors. Motor 
reight terminal and transport service: Company 
owned and operated cartage equipment—railroad 
contract-haulers of free pick-up and delivery freight. 
Space for lease: Storage; Office. Branch office 
service. 


REPRESENTED BY—Distribution Service, Inc. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A. (Mdse.) 


KANSAS CITY’S oldest warehousing service—since 
1880, over 56 years. We have from the first con- 
tinually improved our facilities and service to meet the 
requirements of ever changing distribution problems. 
Located midway between the business districts of 
both Kansas Cities, in the heart of the freight house 
and truck terminal district, nearest to the Municipal 
Wharf, served by the Federal Barge Lines. 












KANSAS CITY, MO. 


Crooks Terminal Warehouses 
Established 1913 


A. J. Crooks 
Gen. Mgr. 


Incorporated 


1104 Union Avenue 
(Tel.—Victor 2404) 
New York Office 
George G. Roddy 


a 















Brokers Building Terminal Warehouse 
1104 Union Ave. (Frisco 1201-09 Union Ave. (U.P.) 
Security Building—1405 St. Louis Ave. (M..P.) 
FACILITIES—3. locations: 322,000 sq. ft.; Rein- 
forced concrete and brick const.; Floor load, 250 lbs.; 
Sprink. sys. Ins. rate, 10.6c. Sidings on Un. Pac., 

o. Pac. & Frisco R. Rs.; cap., 23 cars; free switch. 
SPECIAL SERVICES—Bonded: Licensed, U. S. 
Whs. act; U. S. Customs; State. Pool car dist. 
Motor transport service. Container service. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A. (Mdse.); Mo. W. A. 
Watch Display Advertisements on Back Cover! 












KANSAS CITY, MO. 


Merchandise Warehouses, Inc. 
933 Mulberry St. 









Complete Storage and Distributing Facilities. 
Nation Wide Connections. 


Operating 240,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, sprinkler equipped 
space; 1|4-car sidings; dockage for 30 trucks; free 
switching, free pick-up and delivery to and from 
freight houses; local, regional and storage-in-transit 
service. Insurance rate 9c. 








ST. LOUIS, MO. 


S. N. Long Warehouse 


Established 1903 
« 9th & Gratiot Sts. 
Tel.—Main 2910 
Facilities 
100,000 sq. ft. Heavy mill const., floor load 205-305 


W. F. Long 


Manager 


Ibs. Sprinkler system, ADT., Ins. rate 20c. 
Siding on Term. R. R. Assn. of St. Louis, reciprocal 
switching with all lines. Sheltered motor platforms 
along two complete sides of building offer unusual 
facilities for call trucks. 


Service Features 

Longest established merchandise warehouse in St. 
Louis. Licensed, U. S. Whse. Act; State bonded; 
will furnish any special type of bonding required. 
Pool car distribution — special Pees nr platform, 
anexclusive feature. Separate vault space, approved, 
for specific storage of Red Label products at no in- 
crease in insurance rates. Company owned and 
operated motor trucking equipment—also ex- 
clusive with us in St. Louis. 


Information Bureau 
Maintained to furnish data on territorial as well as 
local market distribution and sales problems. 
Freight rate and sales surveys upon request; no 
obligation. Another exclusive feature. 


Represented by 
Distribution Service, Inc.—Sales offices in 29 metro- 
politan cities. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A.W.A.; Mo. W.A.; St. L. Mdse. 
W.A.; St. Louis Chamber of Commerce. 











ST. LOUIS, MO. 


Rutger St. Warehouse, Inc. 


Established 1920 9 Rutger St. 
S. J. Lusby * D (Tel.—Chestnut 
Exec. V.-P. & Treas. 9465-66) 
FACILITIES—Mdse. oes 210,000 sq. ft.; Cold Stg. 
(beer) 8700 cu. ft. Brick-mill const. Sprink. sys. 
ADT Central Sta. burglar alarm. 
Sidings on Mo. Pac. and Term. R.R 
cars, lon switching. Motor plat., cap. 15 trucks. 
per, i River Dock near Municipal Bridge. 
SERVICE—Bonded: U. S. Cust.; State. Pool car 
dist. Motor freight terminal. Space for lease. 
REPRESENTED BY: Associated Warehouses, Inc. 
ASSOCIATIONS=St. L. Mdse. W.A.; Midwest W.&T.A. 








Ins. rate 25c. 
. Assn., cap. 14 



















ST. LOUIS, MO. 
St. Louis Terminal Warehouse Company 


Established 1924 Incorporated 
C. J. LaMothe *D 826 Clark Ave. 
Tel.—Main 4927 


Vice-President 
FACILITIES—(1) 826 Clark Ave., & (2) 420 S. 
Main St.: Concrete-brick-mill. ADT, Sprinkler. 
Ins. 14.6c to 24c. Sidings on Mo. Pac. & Term. 
R. R., free switching. (3) 501 S. Ist St. (4) 525 
S. Levee: Water Dock. Total space, 199,000 sq. ft. 
SERVICE FEATURES—U. S. Int. Rev., customs, 
& state bonded. Pool car dist. Container service. 
Space for lease—office & storage. 

REPRESENTED BY—American Chain of Warehouses, Inc. 
MEMBER—AWA; Mo. W. A.; St. Louis Mdse. W. A. 


CAMDEN, N. J. 


Camden Marine Terminals 
Established 1928 


Operated by South Jersey Port Commission 


J. Alex. Crothers *D Foot of Beckett Street 
General Manager Tel.—Camden 5028 


FACILITIES 


Situated opposite Philadelphia on the 35 foot 
Delaware River Ship Channel. 5 ocean-going 
carriers can be berthed and worked simultaneously. 
Insurance rate 1|8c, floor load 800 lbs. 4 modern 
warehouse units of steel and concrete, completely 
sprinklered. 20 acres of open storage space. Over 
a mile of railroad siding connecting with the 
Pennsylvania and Pennsylvania-Reading Seashore 
Line. Direct telephone connections are made 
with all ships. Flood lights for night loading and 
unloading. Fresh artesian well water. 


SERVICE FEATURES 


Waterside general merchandise storage. Stor- 
age in transit privileges. Direct ship to car load- 
ing. Regular coastwise, intercoastal and foreign 
sailings are maintained by the American-Hawaiian 
Line, Luckenbach Line, Isthmian-Matson Line, 
Mooremack Gulf Lines, Pan-Atlantic Line and the 
Ericsson Line. Leading trucking companies 
render daily service. Modern mechanical equi 

ment provides for the handling of cargo with the 
utmost safety, economy and dispatch. 


























JERSEY CITY, N. J. 
Lackawanna Terminal Warehouses 





Established 1929 *” Incorporated 
W. J. Northup 629 Grove St. 
President Tel. (N. Y.)—Rector 2-2345 
FACILITIES—Adjacent to Manhattan Tunnel. 
1,072,883 sq. ft. Fireproof, brick-concrete-steel const. 
Sprinkler sys.; Atmo Fire Detection; Watchmen. 
Ins. rate 6c. Siding on D.L.& W.; capacity 52 cars. 
Sheltered motor plat., capacity 96 trucks. 
SERVICE FEATURES—U. S. Custs. bonded. 
Pool car dist. Motor freight terminal. Space for 
lease. Railroad and Coastwise Steam Ship Station. 
REPRESENTED BY—Associated Warehouses. 
ASSOCIATIONS—Port of N.Y.W.A.; N.J.W.A. 








NEWARK, N. J. 


Lehigh Warehouse & 


e 
Transportation Co., Inc. 
Albert B. Drake, Pres. Established 1919 

Main Office Branch Office 
98-108FrelinghuysenAve. *” 829 Newark Ave. 
Newark, N. J. Elizabeth, N. J. 
Bigelow 3-7200 Elizabeth 3-5100 

FACILITIES—NEWARK—250,000 sq. ft. Fire- 
proof. Reinforced concrete and steel const.; floor load 
250 lbs. Sprinkler sys.; A.D.T.; watchmen. Ins. rate 
6c up to 10.2c. Siding on Lehigh Valley; and switch- 
ing to and from Fee tk. R., cap. 10 cars. Sheltered 
motor plat., cap. 20 trucks. 
ELIZABETH—1,000,000 . ft. Fireproof, Rein- 
forced concrete const. Floor load, 250 lbs., sprinkler 
sys.; local alarm sys.; watchmen. Ins. rate, 8c up to 
16.7c. Siding on Penn. R. R. 30 cars. Sheltered 
motor plat., 30 trucks. 

SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded. Licensed, U. S. 
Whse. Act; U. S. Int. Rev.; U. S. Cust.; State. All 
employees bonded. Pool car distributors. Motor 
terminal and transport service; company operated 
fleet of motor trucks covering Metropolitan area with 
regular delivery service; licensed and bonded trucks 
maintained to transport liquor and imported mer- 
chandise. Special trucks and crews for delivery and 
installation of electric appliances. : 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. . A. (Mdse.); Whsemn’s 
Assn. Port of N. Y.; N. J. Whsemn’s Assn; Chamber 
of Commerce; N. Y. Traffic Club; Newark Traffic 
Club; N. J. Motor Truck Assn. 


























Major Shippers 
Must Use Warehouses 


TRAFFIC WORLD industrial subscribers 
ship in such volume that 69.1% find it 
necessary to use warehouses. The average 
number used by these companies is 32. 
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BUFFALO, N. Y. 
The Lederer Terminal Warehouse Co., Inc. 


Established 1921 > 4 (Tel.—Jefferson 1120) 


124 Niagara Frontier Food Terminal 
Herbert H. Lederer, President 


FACILITIES—60,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, concrete- 
brick const. Private watchmen. Sidings on Erie 
and Nickel Plate RRs., cap. 20 cars. Shelt. Motor 
plat., cap. 14 trucks. Humidity controlled space. 
REPRESENTED BY—New York City, George W. 
Perkins, 82 Beaver St. (Beekman 3-6642); soe a 
Lederer Terminal (See adv.); Chicago, M. H. Finger, 
519 W. Roosevelt Rd. (Canal 5742). 








BUFFALO, N. Y. 
The Market Terminal Warehouse 





























Established 1926 Incorporated 
William L. Korzelius + 110 Perry Street 
General Manager 


(Tel.—Cleve. 1926) 
FACILITIES—(1) Scott, Perry & Mississippi 
Sts.: Fireproof; brick-concrete const. (2) 100-128 
Perry St.: Mill const. Both units: 170,000 sq. ft. 
Sprinkler sys., fire alarm, watchmen. Ins. rate 17.1c 
up. Sidings on Lehigh Valley, free switching. 

SERVICE FEATURES—Pool car dist. Transit 
privileges. Motor fgt. terminal; complete cartage 
service. Negotiable receipts. Space for lease. 

REPRESE D BY—Associated Warehouses, Inc. 
ASSNS.—Niagara Front. Ind. Traf. League; Buffalo C. of C. 








NEW YORK, N. Y. 


Baltimore & Ohio Stores, Inc. 


PIER 21, EAST RIVER 
(On South St. adjacent Brooklyn Bridge) 
Established 1914 


Irvin W. Mead Telephone 
Treas. & Mgr. Digby 4-1600 
Area 35,000 sq. ft. (Mill constructed floor). 
SERVICE: Pool car dist. Specialize in handling 
foodstuffs and other high grade commodities. 
For information regarding warehouses on the Balti- 
more & Ohio RR.—communicate with Irvin W. Mead. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A.W.A.; W.A. Port N.Y.; N.Y.W.A. 








ROCHESTER, N. Y. 
B. R. & P. Warehouse, Inc. 


? Established 1914 

U. C. Leckinger *D King & Maple Sts. 

Manager (Tel.— Main 3991-92) 
FACILITIES—Property owned—100,000 sq. ft. 
Fireproof, built-up concrete const. Sprink. sys., 
watchmen. Ins.11.8c. Siding on B. & O. R. R., capac- 
ity 22 cars, freeswitching. Sheltered motor platform, 
capacity 10 trucks. Boat dock on N. Y. State Barge 
Canal operated in conjunction with warehouse. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Pool car dist. Motor fgt. 
terminal. Storage & office space for lease. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A.; Rochester T. & W. A. 

























Strategic 
Warehouse Locations 


The warehouses shown in The Traffic 
World represent in every case superior 
facilities located in strategic distribution 
centers which are ideally situated to serve 
the areas shown on The Traffic World Map 
of Key Distribution Areas. 


The Guide to Merchandise and Cold Storage 
Warehouses accepts as advertisers only 
such companies as have passed the test of 
rigid investigation. Applications from com- 
panies that fail to satisfy these standards, 
which are based on standards which shippers 
have found most trustworthy, are rejected. 
Traffic World can therefore recommend to 
shippers the use of the facilities advertised 
on these pages because of their depend- 
ability and the quality of their service. 
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RALEIGH, N. C. 
Carolina Storage & Distributing Co. 


Established 1919 


M. B. Koonce * 324 W. Lane St. 
Partner Telephone—2141 
FACILITIES—32,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, steel, con- 
crete, brick. Watchmen. Ins. rate 72c. Siding on 
Seaboard Air Line, free switching. 
SPECIAL SERVICES—Pool car distribution. 
Motor frt. terminal. Company operated cartage 
service—30 trucks. Storage space for lease. 
MOTOR TRANSIT CO.—Common carrier operating 45 
units of equipment serving surrounding territory. 
REPRESENTED BY—American Chain of Whses. 
ASSOCIATIONS—American Warehousemen’s Assn. 














AKRON, OHIO 
Cotter City View Storage Co. 


Established 1882 


W. Lee Cotter 70 Cherry St. 

President Franklin 3131 
FACILITIES—2 units, 80,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, 
brick-steel const. (1) Fl. load 350 Ibs. A.D.T. alarm 
sys. Ins. rate 30cav. Siding on B. & O., 6 cars. 
Free switching. Truck plat. cap. 4 (2) Fl. load 
250 lbs. Sprinkler sys. Ins. rate 22c. Siding on 
Pennsy., 8 cars. Free switching. Truck plat. cap. 4. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Pool car dist., motor frt. 
terminal. Company operated cartage service, 
10 trucks. Storage space for lease. 


ASSOCIATIONS—Mayflower Whsemns. Assn.; Ohio W.A. 


Incorporated 































CINCINNATI, OHIO 
The Baltimore and Ohio Warehouse Company 


Incorporated 
Second & Smith Sts. 
(Tel.—Parkway 7646) 


FACILITIES—Dry Stg., 219,000 sq. ft.; cold stg. 
90,000 cu. ft. Stone—steel—brick—wood const. 


F. W. Berry 
Mgr. & Treas. 


Sprinkler sys.; central alarm sys.; watchmen. Ins. 
22c. Direct rail connection. 12 ee e freight elevators. 
SERVICE—Customs bonded. Pool car dist., re- 
nage | and C. O. D. collections. Warehouse espe- 
cially adapted to products requiring protection from 


ampness, dirt, heat or cold. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W.A.; Ohio W. A.; Cin. W. A. 











CINCINNATI, OHIO 
Cincinnati Merchandise Warehouses, Inc. 


Established 1851 


Ernest L. Becker +. 7 West Front St. 
V.-P. & Gen’l Mgr. (Tel.—Main 4117) 
FACILITIES—(1) 11-17 E. Front St. Ins. rate, 
25.lc. (2) 7-19 W. Front St.; Ins. rate 33.2c. 
Both houses: Total 225,000 sq. ft.; heavy mill const.; 
Sprink sys.; A.D.T.; watchman; Sidings, P. R. R., 

and So. Ry. Reciprocal switching arrangements 
SERVICE. FEATURES—Bonded: . S Cuct.s 
Pool car distr.; Motor trans. Space for lease. 
« Represented y Mice 
NEW YORK ALLIED DISTRIBUTION INC. 
Ni WEST 42ND ST, PENN. 6-0968 





CHICAGO 
1525 NEWBERRY AVE. MON.SS3: 

















CLEVELAND, OHIO 


Britten Terminal, Inc. 
Established 1934 


Daniel L. Britten >. ¢ 2725 Pittsburgh Ave. 
President Tel.—Prospect 2970 
FACILITIES—100,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, concrete- 
steel-glass. ADT. Sprinkler. Floor load up to 
1000 Ibs. Ins. rate 7c. Sidings on N.Y.C. & Big 4; 
free switching. Covered railroad & truck dock. In 
heart of business district—free parking. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Customs; Pri- 
vately. Poolcardist. Motor frt. term. Company 
operated cartage—4 trucks. Container service. 
REPRESENTED BY—Central Distribution Bureau, New York. 
MEMBER—A.W.A.; Clev. W.A.; Clev. Traffic Club. 


CLEVELAND, OHIO 


The Greeley-General Warehouse Co. 
Robert C. Greeley ir Broadway & E. 15th St. 





President (Tel.—Cherry 8074) 
FACILITIES—175,000 - ft.; Fireproof, reinforced 
concrete const.; Floor load, up to 1500 lbs.; Watch- 
man service. Ins. rate, 37c. Flour reconditioning. 
Siding on N t.; capacity, 100 cars; free 
switching. 
fURVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Inter. 
Kevenue. Pool car distributors. Motor transport 
service. Container service. Space for lease: 


Sto ; Office. Field warehousing. 
REP’ ENTED BY—American Chain of Warehouses. 





















LEVELAND, OH1IO——— 
The Lederer Terminal Warehouse Co. 


Established 1921 


Herbert H. Lede: 
President ” * 





Incorporated 


1531 W. 25th St. 
(Tel.—Cherry 5280) 











FACILITIES 


E. 37th St., Northern Ohio Food Terminal (grocery 
products handled exclusively). 120,000 sq. ft. Fire- 
proof, concrete const. Private watchmen. Siding 
on Nickel Plate, cap. 24 cars, free switching. Shel- 
tered Motor plat., cap. 17 trucks. 


1236 Broadway—The Broadway Warehouse has 
humidity controlled space for sugar and other 
hygroscopic merchandise. 90,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, 
concrete-brick const. A.D.T., private watchmen. 
Siding on Nickel Plate (connected with main freight 
depot—eliminates cartage), cap. 15 cars. Sheltered 
Motor plat., cap. 20 trucks. 

1530 Riverbed Ave.—100,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, 
concrete-brick-steel const. Private watchmen. Siding 
on Erie, cap. 6 cars. Motor plat., cap. 12 trucks, 
SERVICE FEATURES—U. S. Customs bonded. 
Pool car distribution. Motor transport service. 
Favorable rates from all docks and piers. 
REPRESENTED BY—New York City, George W. 
Perkins, 82 Beaver St. (Beekman 3-6642); Buffalo, 
Lederer Terminal (See adv.); Chicago, M. H. Finger, 
519 W. Roosevelt Rd. (Canal 5742). 


ASSOCIATIONS—Am. W. A. (Mdse.); Ohio W. A. 





COLUMBUS, OHIO————— 
The Columbus Terminal Warehouse Co. 


Established 1882 Incorporated 
Wm. J. O’Neil ye 55-85 Terminal Way 
Vice-Pres. & Mgr. (Tel.—Adams 6239) 


FACILITIES—100,000 sq. ft.; brick & concrete 
const. A. D.T. Siding on N. Y. Cent. (Big Four); 
receiving floor at car loual ; free switch. Motor plat., 
shipping floor at truck level; capacity, 50 trucks. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded, U. S. Customs. 
Pool car dist. Motor freight terminal. Storage 
and office space. Experienced management. _ 
FROM COLUMBUS, at the crossroads of rail, high- 
way and air traffic; serve overnight retailers whose 
customers number more than six million. 

















SPRINGFIELD, OHIO 
Wagners Service, Inc. 


Established 1894 
Ray Wagner ir Lowry Ave.atPenna-R.R. 
Secretary (Tel.—Main 445) 


FACILITIES—52,500 sq. ft. Fireproof, concrete 
const Floor load 150-600 lbs. Watchmen. Ins. rate 
65.9c. Siding on Penna. R. R.; free switching all lines. 
Sheltered motor platform; capacity 10 trucks. 

SERVICE FEATURES—Pool car dist. Motor 
freight terminal—our own freight line and con- 
nections make Springfield a superior distribution center 
for Ohio and adj. states. Special equipment for 
complete handling of heavy boilers or machinery. 
IATIONS: A. W. A.; Ohio W. A. 





TOLEDO, OHIO 
Great Lakes Terminal Warehouse Co. 


Established 1927 Incorporated 
L.M. Ashenbrenner €) 321-357 Morris St. 
V. Pres. & Gen. Mgr. (Tel.— Main 4231) 
FACILITIES—Dry storage, 150,000 sq. ft.; Cold 
storage 2,500,000 cu. ft.; Sprink. sys.; A. D. T. 
Private Sidings: B. & O. and N. Y. C.; MOTOR 
TRUCK PLAT.: capacity 30 trucks; sheltered. 
SERVICE FEATURES—U. S. Customs & Int'l Rev. 
Bonded warehouse No. 10. Complete warehousin 
and delivery service covering Ohio, Mich. & Ind. 
CAPITAL—Over $1,000,000. References: Any 
Toledo Broker, ae, Grocer, Trucker, Bank. 
TOLEDO’S LARGEST, FINEST, RESPONSIBLE WHSE. 





Dependable Warehouses 


Only warehouses with a reputation for 
good service and with good financial refer- 


ences are acceptable in the Warehouse Guide 
and for listing on the Distribution Map. 
Because of the care with which the records 
of these warehouses have been checked, 
THE TRAFFIC WORLD recommends them 


unhesitatingly. 
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—— OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA. 
The Public Warehouse Co., Inc. 


Established 1932 
Curtice B. Robertson 7 N. W. First St. 
Pres. & Gen’l Mgr. Telephone 3-6486 
FACILITIES: (1) &7. 500 ft. (30,000 cu. ft. cold 
stge.—34°-50°) Fireproof, brick-concrete. (2) 50,000 
sq. ft. Mill const. th Units: Auto. fire alarm on 
sprink. sys. Watchmen. Ins. Rates 11.9c & 21.4c. 
Sidings on A. T. & S. F.; free switching. Sheltered 
spoter plat. ¢ Conveniently located to I Industrial District 
SERVIC ES: Pool car dist. Cartage & 
motor trans. , = & Ark. sate sng, Strictly 


a merchandise whse. nded. 
REPTD. BY—Ass’d Whses., Inc. MEMBERS WW aT Assn. 






















TULSA, OKLA. 
Tulsa Terminal Storage & Transfer Co. 


Established 1919 Incorporated 
G. H. Coddington * 8 N. Cheyenne Ave. 
Traffic Manager Telephone 4-0151 


FACILITIES—110,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, concrete 






& steel const. Sprinkler sys., watchmen. Ins. rate, 
15.6c. Siding on Frisco, capacity 6 cars, free switch- 
ing Sheltered motor plat., capacity 12 trucks. 
SPECIALIZE IN POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION 
and handling of spot warehouse stocks. Company 
operated cartage service—1I2 trucks 

REPRESENTED BY—Associated Warehouses, Inc. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A.W.A.; N.F.W.A.; T.S.W.T.A. 


-—— PORTLAND, ORE. 










x MWIANNING x 


Warehouse & Transfer Company 
THE HUB OF DISTRIBUTION 

W. G. Manning, Pres. 911N.W. Hoyt St. 
H. W. Danskin, Mgr. ‘uiaalinndaey 2411) 
FACILITIES—75,000 sq. ft.; Heavy brick const.; 
Sprink. sys.; ADT su rvising sys. Ins. rate, 19.7c. 
Siding on Terminal Co.; 3 cars; Free switch. 

SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Customs. 


Pool car dist. yt drayage. Office space. 
REPRESENTED a 


Ww 
MEMBER—A. w 4 (Mdse.); O.W.A. 










PHILADELPHIA, PENNA. 





Pennsylvania Warehousing 
and Safe Deposit Co. 


Established 1872 Incorporated 
John A.McCarthy ’ Cor. 4th and Chestnut 






President deci sponte 3893) 
FACILITIES—22 units. rties gay and 
leased. 1,092,000 sq. ft. Floor load 250 Ibe. Cone. 









and slow burn. Part sornnieees.. Ins. 4c to 64c. 

Sidings: B. & O., P. R. R., Reading. Cap. 40 cars. 
VICE FEATURES—Bonded: U.S. Cust. 

Pool car. Space and off. for lease. Loon) dere? | al 

REP. BY—Am. Chain of Whses., Inc. G. W. P. 

82 Beaver St., New York. A.W.A., P.W.A. Wee we. 





PHILADELPHIA, PENNA. 

















Philadelphia Piers, Inc. 


Established 1934 
330 Chestnut St. 


* TELEPHONES 
E. W. Str ingfieldy FE Bell—Lombard 9934 
Gen’l Traffic Mgr. 


Keystone—Main 8811 
Facilities 
Five units. Piers 96, 98, 100 South, 25 acres lumber 
yard adjacent. Open Storage. 1,100,000 sq. ft. 
under cover. Reinforced concrete construction. Floor 
load, 300 lbs. maximum. Part sprinklered. Watch- 
men. Ins. 14.4c to 17.7c. Siding on Pennsylvania 
R. R., Baltimore and Ohio R. R., Reading R. R. 
Capacity 600 cars. Water dock, length 1500 ft., 
draft 30 ft. 
Service Features 

General merchandise storage. Storage-in-transit 
privilege on flour, grain products and other commodi- 
ties. Direct car to shipside service at piers. Lighter- 
age and extra handling eliminated. Import, export, 
intercoastal and coastwise commerce handled with 
speed and economy. 






For further details see display advertisements 
appearing monthly in THE TRAFFIC WORLD 





PHILADELPHIA, PENNA.——; 
Terminal Warehouse Co. 


Established 1904 Sones 
E. V. D. Sullivan * 81 Fairmount Ave. 
President (Tel.—Market 0160) 


FACILITIES—(1) N. E. Cor. Front & Brown 
Sts., and 800 N. Delaware Ave. Fireproof, con- 
crete const. Sprinkler sys., A. rivate watch- 
men. (2) Eleven other units. yy oe ll facilities, 
2,940,000 sq. ft. Ins. rates as low as 4c. Sidings 
on Penna. ee Reading RRs., free switching. 
SERVICES—Customs and Dept. of Ag. BAI 
bonded. Pool car dist. Motor fgt. term.—own and 
cpemete trucks for city & suburban deliveries. 
ER—Distribution Service, Inc.; A.W.A.; Penna. W.A. 













PITTSBURGH, PENNA. 
Kirby Transfer & Storage Co. 


Established 1898 Incorporated 


J. Lee Kirby 2536-54 Smallman St. 
Treasurer Tel.—Court 2463 
FACILITIES—100,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, reinforced 
concrete. Sprinkler sys., watchmen. Ins. rate 39. Ic. 


Siding on Penna R.R., capacity 5 cars. Location— 
Wholesale District of "City. 


SERVICE FEATURES—Pool car dist. Motor 
Truck Service to points within 30 miles of Pittsburgh 


by own equipment. 
; Chicago, New York. 










REPTD. BY—Distribution Service, 
MEMBER—A.W.A.; Penna. W.A.; * Mid. W.A. of Pittsburgh. 












SIOUX FALLS, S. D. 
Wilson Storage and Transfer Company 


Established 1930 Incorporated 
R. M. Johnson * 110 No. Reed St. 
Manager (Telephone—6543) 


perce dyna nari + ft. Fireproof, reinforced 
concrete const. nies sys., _m watchmen. 
Ins. rate 26c. Siding on Chi. & N. W., free switch- 
Adjacent Union Truck De 
SERVICE FEATURES—State ool Pool car 
oo. Storage & office space for lease. 
WILSON FORWARDING CO. (Owned and 
omens by us)—Features coordinated truck & rail 
tservice. Offices in Chicago, St. Louis, Minne- 
—— Omaha, Sioux City, Huron and Rapid City. 





MEMPHIS, TENN. 
John H. Poston Storage Warehouses 


Established 1895 Incorporated 


. H. Dearing P. O. Box 2562 
Secy. & Treas. Tetapbone—6-Ci00 
FACILITIES—671 S. Main St. 52,000 ft.; 
mill-brick-concrete const. Sprinkler pe : A.D. T 
Watchmen. Ins. rate idings on I.C. by 
St.L.S.W.Rys.;freeswitching. Sheltered Motor _: 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded ees y- 
car dist. Local cartage, P. service. Seor- 
age, billing & collections. ie space. 
0 Hepassented by 
NEW YORK ALLIED DISTRIBUTION INC. CHICAGO 
HW WEST 42ND ST, PENN. 06-0966 “SQM 1525 NEWBERRY AVE. MONS) 


























MEMPHIS, TENN. 





United Warehouse & Terminal 
Established 1930 . 2 


Corporation 
Telephone 5-3758 
137 E. Calhoun Ave. 


FACILITIES—(1) 137 E. Calhoun Ave.; (2) 138 
St. Paul Ave. 110,500 sq. ft. Brick & a const. 
Sprinkler sys. Ins. aoe 1) 15.2c; (2) 18.7c. 
Sidings on NC&StL and L&N, free switching rail & 
ba: ines. Sheltered news platform 
SERVICE FEATURES— lent facilities for Pool 
car dist. Motor frt. term. Office & desk space. 
In center of wholesaling & snes dist.—convenient 
to rail, truck & express depo 

NTED BY Distribution Service, Inc. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A.; Memphis W. A. 

















NASHVILLE, TENN. 
Bond, Chadwell Co. 
Established 1905 Incorporated 
E. M. Bond *D } 1625 Broad St. 
President igs ig ag 

FACILITIES—100-124 First Ave., N. 40,000 sq. 


tae ay reinforced concrete. joor load 950500 
Ibs. Ins. rate 19.4c. Siding on Tenn. Cent.; > 
6 cars; free swi . Sheltered motor plat., ca 

5 trucks. Water dock: Length 300 ft.; draft 9 ft 
SERVICE FEATURES—Pool car pw lth 
Storage and office space for lease. Located in 
center of Nashville wholesale district. 
MEMBER—Am. Chain of Whses.; A. W. A. 





DALLAS, TEX.—————— 
The Dallas Transfer & Terminal 
Warehouse Company Inc. 
2nd Unit SantaFeBldg. > Established 1875 


Fireproof Warehouse—Minimum Insurance Rate 
—Merchandise and Household Goods Storage— 
ce, Display and Warehouse Space. 
Operators of: H. & N. T. Menor Freight Lines— 
Lone Star Package Car Co.—Dallas & Ft. Worth 
Motor = ht Lines. Agent Allied Van Lines. 
REPR TED BY—American Chain of Warehouses. 
fo ag oo Santa Fe; free switching from all lines. 
E. D. Balcom Gus K. Weatherred 














DALLAS, TEX. 
Koon-McNatt Storage & Transfer Co. 


Established 1929 Incorporated 
O. M. Koon * 911 Marion St. 
President 


FACILITIES—50,000 sq. ft. Fireproof; brick- 
concrete const. Sprinkler. Private watchman. 
Insurance rate 23c. Sidings on Gulf, Colo. & S. F. 
one Frisco RRs; capacity 5 cars. Motor platform, 
city 5 trucks. 

SE RVICE FEATURES—State bonded. Pool car 
distribution. Motor transport services available. 
Cartage service. oe eee and delivery service 
REPTD. BY—G. W. Perkins, 82 Beaver St., NEW YORK. 
MEMBER—A. W.A.,S. W. W.&T.A. 





















EL PASO, TEX. 


International Warehouse Co., Inc. 
Established 1920 






W. T. Harrell * 1601 Magoffin Ave. 
Vice-Pres.-Mgr. Tel.—Main 77 
FACILITIES—1601 Magoffin Ave. 60,000 sq. ft. 
Fireproof. Conc.-brick-steel. 2” fire hose, pvt. 
a men. Ins. rate 24.7c. Sheltered motor 
1600-1729 Bassett Ave. 140,000 ft. 
Bat. galv. roof. Sidings on T. P. and S. P. tRs. 
SERVICE FEATURES—U. S. Customs & state 
bonded. Pool - Bo agpaaaeas Motor fgt. term. 


Space for lease. ucks. 
REPRESENTE D BY Allied Distribution. 
MEMBER—Tex. S. W. Whse. & Tfrmen’s Assn. 














FORT WORTH, TEX. 



















Texas and Pacific 
Terminal Warehouse Company 
Established 1931 he) 


L. C. Porter 


General Manager 


Incorporated 


70 Jennings Avenue 
(Tel.—2-6371) 


pe 
Property leased: 490,000 sq Fireproof, brick 
and concrete const.; Floor ol 350-350 Ibs.; Sprinkler 
sys.; A. D. T. and watchman service. Insurance 
rate, 12c (with 80% gapenwane, 8c). —- on 
e Texas and Paci c Railwa mpany: Cogan 

0 cars; Free ewitchi . all Ye Motor uck 
platform: capacity 50 trucks; sheltered. 


Service Features 
Mendhaadtion pecs for Tease Pool car distributors. Dray- 


age. storage; office; display. 
Be dee S. Customs; State; State oe 
Control Bowed Cold Storage operated by Mer- 
chants Cold Storage Company. 

Associations 
A. W. A.; SW Whsmn’s Assn. 

Convenience 


Located in ovewnehine center of Fort Worth, in whole- 
sale and retail distric 


Warehouse Guide 
Is of Value 


‘*The Warehouse Guide is of value to 


those who warehouse their products”’ 
— Traffic Manager, Meat Packing Com- 
pany. 
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HOUSTON, TEX. 
Patrick Transfer and Storage Co. 


Established 1900 
Fisher G. Dorsey D 1302 Nance St. 
Owner * (Tel.—Preston 0111) 
FACILITIES—(1) Municipal Dock 4, Turning 
Basin: 250,000 sq. ft.; Fireproof, concrete const. 
Sprink. sys.; A. D. T.; Watchmen. Ins. rate 8c. 
Ss ang on p. 72 cars; free switch. Sheltered motor 
plat. ater Dock: length 500 ft.; draft 32 . (2) 
1302 Nance St.: 25, sq. ft. Siding on 2% 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: (1) U.S . Cust.; 
State. Pool car dist. Motor transport service. 
Owners Lone Star Package Car Co., Houston Div. 
REPRESENTED BY—Asseciated Warehouses, Inc. 


HOUSTON, TEX. 
Houston Terminal Whse. & Cold Storage Co. 


Established 1926 Incorporated 


H. B. Plummer 701 N. San Jacinto St. 
Pres. & Gen. Mgr. Tel.—Preston 7151 
FACILITIES: Dry Stge., 300,000 sq. ft. Cold Stge., 
750,000 cu. ft. Fireproof, reinforced concrete. 
Sprinkler, ADT, watchman. Ins.—dry stge., 10c; 
cold stge., 16c. Siding on So. Pac. R.R. 

SERVI E FEATURES: Customs bonded. Pool car 
dist. Local cartage. Pvt. parking lot for customers 
& tenants. COLD STGE. temp. range: —10° to 40°. 

pecialize in meats, poultry, eggs, fruits, nuts. 

REPRESENTED BY: Am. Chain of W Inc. 

MEMBER: AWA, S.W.W. & T. Assn., Houston Whsemn’s Assn. 


HOUSTON, TEX. 
Universal Terminal Warehouse Company 


Established 1924 Incorporated 


L. L. Schwecke Hr 1002-8 Washington Ave. 
President (Tel.—Preston 2381) 
FACILITIES—112,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, reinforced 
brick & concrete. — sys., A. D. T., watchmen. 
Ins. rate, 16c. ing on So. Pac., cap. 7 cars, free 
switching. Sheltered motor plat., cap. 18 trucks. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Customs, 
State. Pool car distribution. Motor transport 

service. Office and storage space for lease. 
REPRESENTED BY— Distribution Service, Inc. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A.; S. W. W. & nS & 
Houston W. & T. A. 


HOUSTON, TEX. 
Wald Transfer & Storage Co. 


Established 1914 


K. M. Wald ¥%& 812 Live Oak St. 
Pres. & Gen. Mgr. (Tel. Fairfax 2323) 


FACILITIES—2 units, 180,000 sq. ft. (80,000 sq. ft. 
fireproof, brick construction). Watchmen. Ins. 
rate, |6c. Sidings on Houston Belt & Terminal, free 
switching from all lines. Sheltered motor platforms. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded; U.S. Cust., State. 
Pool car dist. Motor frt. terminal. Company 
operated cartage service, 50 trucks. 

REPTD. BY—Crausbay Kuhlmann, Robbins Moore. 
ASSOCIATIONS—Mayflower Warehousemen’s Assn. 


Incorporated 


————ODGEN, UTAH 
Western Gateway Storage Co. 


Established 1927 


W. D. Brown, * 390 Exchange Place 
General Manager Tel. Exchange 199 
FACILITIES: 70,000 sq. ft. Brick-concrete const. 
Floor load, 450 Ibs. ADT watchmen. Ins. rate, 
39c. Siding on Ogden Union Ry.; cap. 9 cars; free 
switching. Sheltered motor platform. Merchan- 
dise and cold storage warehousing in all branches. 


Ogden, with 6 railroads and 17 truck lines, is 
the natural transportation and pool car distri- 
bution center of the Intermountain West Area. 


British Rail Authority 
Praises Distribution Map 


“The map, which we are extremely glad to have and 
study here, will prove a model for us, which I hope 
I shall be able to persuade one or more of our own 
railway companies to follow up, and I wish to felici- 
tate you and your organization on the preparation 
and production of such a magnificent analysis of 
American business possibilities.” —Executive of a Rail- 
way Research Organization, London. 


Guide to Merchandise and Cold Storage Warehouses 
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SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 


Security Storage & Commission Co. 
Established 1905 Incorporated 1906 
H. L. Love %& 230-40S. 4th W. St. 

Manager (Tel. Wasatch 6493-4) 


tates 


FACILITIES: Over 70,000 sq. ft. #4 warehouse. 
Brick, heavy construction; sprink. sys., 2 
Watchmen inside and outside protection; Low insur- 
ance rate, 20c. Siding on D. & R. G. W. R. R. 
Free Switch. Cars on tracks within building, also 
trucks in driveway, sheltered. Loading and unload- 
ing under cover. Space in other + then or yards 
on lease basis. Owners of real property. 

SERVICE: Bonded as requir More than 30 
years’ experience warehousing without a loss to any 
customer. Desk, office or display room for rent. 
Secretarial accommodations. Private parking lot for 
customers. Motor transport available. Freight 
terminal adjoining. Largest —_ ay area served. 
FEATURES: Specialize in handling of food prod- 
ucts, storing in transit; pool car distribution 
REPRESENTED BY: American Chain of Warehouses. 
ASSOCIATIONS: A.W.A.(Mdse.), Utah Whsmn. Assn. 


RICHMOND, VA. 
Brooks Transfer & Storage Co., Inc. 


Established 1878 


C. Fair Brooks * 1224 W. Broad Street 

Sec.-Treas. Telephone — 5-1731 
FACILITIES—(1) 1224 W. Broad St., fireproof; 
(2) North Blvd., slow burning; total floor space, 
80,000 sq. ft. Watchmen. Ins. rate, 42c. Sidings 
on R. F. & P.; cap. 13 cars; free switching. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Pool car dist. Motor 
elt line — Va. & Eastern Seaboard cities. 

Container se pace for lease. N.F.W.A.; Se W.A. 
REPRESENTED BY—Brooks Transportation 
Co. in New York, Philadelphia, Lynchburg. 


ROANOKE, VA. 


Roanoke Public Warehouse 
Established 1926 


Clem D. Johnston 369 W. Salem Ave. 
Operating Executive (Telephone—6207) 
FACILITIES—Mdse. Stg. 47,000 sq. ft.; Cold stg. 
20,000 cu. ft. Brick-mill const. Sprinkler sys.; fire 
dept. connection; watchmen. Ins. rate 36c. Siding 
on Nor. & West.; cap. 7 cars. Free switching. 

Sheltered Motor platform, cap. 35 trucks. 
SERVICE FEATU Pool car dist. Space for 
lease. eee gt whsing. & dist. ser. Operate Roa- 
noke Truck oo Depot serving 45 motor fgt. lines. 
REPRES'! BY—Am, Chain of Whses.; Mayflower. 
ASSOCIATIONS—Am. W. A., So. W. i 


SEATTLE, WASH. 
Taylor Edwards Whse. & Transfer Co. 


Established 1910 Incorporated 


M. C. Taylor * 1518 First Ave. S. 
Vice-Pres. & Mgr. Tel. Main 3868 
FACILITIES: 2 units. (1) 57,876 sq. ft. Slow- 
burning, brick & or, are Sprink er, A.D. T. 
Ins. rate, 90%, 13c. ) Mchy. and heavy equip- 
ment 7o=. 12; 242 an a fireproof. Sidings on 
Nor. Pac. and Gt. North. free switch. Truck plats. 
SERVICE FEATURES: Bonded, U.S. Cust., Wash. 
State Liquor Control Bd. Pool car dist. ‘Motor 
term. Cartage service, 25 trucks. Office space. 

REPRESENTED BY: Distribution Service, Inc. 
ASSOCIATIONS: A.W.A., Wash. State Whsemen’s Assn. 


POKANE, WASH. 
Spokane Transfer & Storage Co. 


Established 1904 Incorporated 


Millard Johnson 7 310 W. Pacific Ave. 
President Tel.—Main 3377 
FACILITIES: (1) 310 W. Pacific Ave.—50,000 sq. ft., 


mill-brick const. Pvt. watchman. Sheltered motor 
latform. Ins. rate 91.2c. (2) 16 E. Main Ave.— 
,000 sq. ft. brick const. Floor load 500 Ibs. Both 
—Sidings on Nor. Pac., capacity 4 cars. 
SERVICE FEATURES: State bonded. Pool car distri- 
bution. Field Warehousing. Local cartage, 7 
trucks. Office & storage space for lease. 
REPRESENTED BY: American Chain of Warehouses. 
ASSOCIATIONS: A. W. A. 


Guide 
Page 


TACOMA, WASH. 
Pacific Storage Warehouse & Distributing Co., Inc. 


Established 1907 
Matt Newell 7 18th & Broadway 
President 


Tel.— Main 6191 

FACILITIES—30,000 sq. ft. Brick & mill const. 

a watchmen. Siding on Nor. Pac. Ry., 

Capacity, 3 cars, free switching. Sheltered motor 
a ca - . 6 trucks. 

ERVICE F RES—Bonded: State; privately. 
Pool car dist. coe + ri handled by rail. motor or 
water. Motor freight terminal—our own motor 
service in connection ious warehouse. Space for 
lease—office and storag 


ASSOCIATIONS—A_ “w. A. ; Wash. State W. A. 


MILWAUKEE, WIS. 
Atlas Storage Co. 


Established 1927 Incorporated 
A. L. Fischer . D 710 W. Virginia St. 
General Manager Tel.—Daly 2680 
FACILITIES—4 units, all company owned. Siding 
on C. M. St. P. & P., one on joint tracks, C. M. St. P. 
& P. and C. & N. W. also. Free switching. Motor 
lat. Ins. rate 21.7c min. Water Dock: two houses 
ave docks, 454 ft., 22 ft. draft. 374 ft., 20 ft. draft. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded, U.S. Cust., State. 
Pool car dist. Motor ape voy terminal, Storage, 
office and manufacturing space for lease. 
REPRESENTED BY ee aueries. Inc. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A.W.A., Wisconsin W. A 


MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


- D “ G. J. Hansen 
President 
Established 1904 126 N. Jefferson St. 
Incorporated .Tel.—Daly 5770) 
FACILITIES—18 warehouses: 436,000 sq. ft. 
Slow burning. ~y construction; Floor load, 150-600 
lbs.; Sprink sys.; Pt — or Ins. rate, 
20.7¢ (min.) Sie: on ow & N. ; cap., 50 cars. 
Water dock: Length, 840 ft.; dealt? 22 ft. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Customs; 
State. Pool car dist. Motor truck terminal. 
REPRESENTED BY—American Chain of Ware- 
houses and Interlake Terminals. 
New York:—Telephone Lexington 2-337]. 


MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


National Warehouse Corp. 
531 S. Water St. 


Fireproof, concrete- 
steel construction. 
Siding C. & N. W., 
20cars. State Bonded. 
Complete whsing. and 
distribution service. 


A Solid Block of 
Responsible 
Warehousing. 


Canadian Section 


The Canadian warehouses listed here have 
been subjected to the same careful in- 
vestigation that assures listing of only those 
warehouses that are known for their integ- 
rity. They merit your complete confidence. 


MONTREAL, CANADA 


St. Lawrence Warehouse, Inc. 
35 Van Horne Ave. 


A. J. Sullivan, Mgr. 
(Tel. Crescent 1143) 


200,000 sq. ft. Fireproof 
sprinklered. Ins. rate 
12\ec. 8 car siding on 
C. P. Ry. Free switch. 
Services: Canadian 
Cust.Bonded. Poolcar 
dist.,cartageservice. Im- 
port & Export, Traffic & 
Customs Service. 


Sales: Allied Dist., Inc. 
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The Traffic World 


Traffic Management Opportunities 
are Speeding YOUR 


Are You One of the Lucky Men in a Position 
To Grasp and Profit hy These Opportunities? 


a ee ml a 
z os a we Bs 
ee ane 


YOURE mighty lucky if you’re a traffic man these days. Even 


a beginner. You’ve got a great chance—far better than most— 
to get a bigger job... . draw a bigger pay-check. 


So important, so expanding is this field of Traffic Management 
that many concerns simply haven’t trained men to help them out. 


And that’s where you come in. If you have the ambition to get 
ahead . . . and the backbone to spend a few hours in study each 


week . . . you may easily get a one-way ticket to a responsible, 
worthwhile position. 


For modern business knows that expert Traffic Management 
increases efficiency and reduces costs. Many vital changes in both 
the legislation and equipment affecting transportation are con- 
stantly taking place... speedy streamlined trains are cutting hours 
off runs .. . freight schedules are being speeded up. . . trucks are 
being used for hauling because they do away with double loading 
... even air-lines are cutting in for a fair share of transport busi- 
ness. Changing methods of distribution are making transportation 
the very life-blood of trade. 


And that’s why so many business firms badly need trained traf- 
fic men—why they are willing to pay from $2,000 to $7,000 salary 
per year for them—or even more! 


What are you going to do about it—about getting the better job 
you want in this new age of Traffic Management? Of course, you 
could depend on years of experience to pull you through . . . yet, 
by itself, even that might not work. New methods and ideas in 
transportation might tear down in months all you could learn in 
years. No, there isn’t time for long routes provided there’s a 
short cut at hand. 


What Men Can Best Capitalize 
On This Training? 


Shipping clerks, traffic clerks, rate clerks, railroad agents, truck 
operators, steamship men, solicitors, traffic managers . . . in 
fact, anyone in the field of transportation who really wants a 
better job with more money. Executives, too, will find it valu- 
able, if their jobs have tied them down too closely to permit 
keeping up with modern methods. 


Is there a short cut? Yes! There is one nationally recog- 
nized method whereby you can train yourself...in a prac- 
tical way . . . in a fascinating way ... without waste of 
time, effort, or money. That way is through LaSalle’s 
Problem Method of traffic study—right in your own home, 


By the Problem Method you learn to think as a traffic executive 
thinks. You learn the basic principles, but, what’s most important, 
you use them—constantly. You’re given problems you are certain 
to meet .. . and you learn to solve them correctly—profitably. As 
you can see, the training is thorough...and so practical that by the 
time you complete it you’ll be fitted for the jobs that pay really 
good money. 

Complete, boiled down, expert—this training has been moulded 
with the aid of 175 top-notch executives in the field . . . men who 


have spent years on the firing line . . . men who already know all 
that you need to know! 


And when you’re a LaSalle man, you can go into the traffic world 
with confidence—knowing you can handle the job you’ve always 


wanted—knowing that, like thousands of LaSalle men all over 
the country, you’ll succeed. 


Write for this Booklet 
— It’s Free 


If you think you have the stuff it takes to hold down a real traffic 
position ...if you feel you can stick with the training and prepare 
yourself for such a position . . . then get ali the facts. You’ll find 
them in our remarkably interesting free 64-page booklet on Traffic 
Management. Write for it today. Once 

you discover just what the transporta- 

tion field has to offer an expert — 

you'll want to get your own share of 

its opportunities. 


LASALLE EXTENSION, bept. 635-1, chicago, I 


Please send me, free of all cost or obligation, your 64-page illustrated book, “Traffic Management,” and the facts 


about your training for success in that field. 





rw HIS Booklet on Field Warehousing 
should interest every Traffic Manager. 
Mailed upon request, you will find it 
profitable and helpful in solving many of 
your most annoying car-rushing problems. 
@® Under strenuous daily pressure to rush 
cars of supplies into the plant you find that 
the delay is not always one of transportation. 
In many cases the shipment was not started 
on its way soon enough. 
@® This delay very frequently is caused, and 
continues to exist, because the producer is 
unable to build up a substantial inventory. 
His funds are limited, therefore his produc- 
tion is limited. 
@® Here is where you—Mr. Traffic Manager 
—offer the worthy suggestion of a Field 
Warehousing arrangement! 


WRITE: 


@ After reading the booklet offered here 
you will readily see how simple and eco- 
nomical Field Warehousing is—how much 
your worries will be lessened when the source 
of supply is plentiful at all times and ship- 
ments can be made with time to spare. 

© The Field Warehousing arrangement can 
be set up on the premises of either the sup- 
plier or your own firm. You may have in 
mind right now a supplying firm to whom 
you could suggest Field Warehousing. Or 
send us the name and we will gladly lay out 
an attractive and suitable plan for them. We 
will do the same for your firm. But first— 
phone or write for the free booklet offered 
here. It acquaints you with first-hand details 
—prepares you for further action. 


PHONE: WABASH 4070 - CHICAGO 








